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(Other than the Ministry of Defence) 


■^nffirar, nr^obiqrt fl^i iJlfi'i 
(3^ yfVutf qit^MpT) 

9-*11^, 2006 

W.31T. 1000.—TT ^^I ^fgdl, 

1973 (l974'5RTaiTf^#m^. 2) ^ ^ 24 (s) 

■51^ "ST^ =^1 «<ilM 

■5FT3^ Ihwt 3?^ 

f^ero 

wtt I 

[U 225/5/2006-1^.^.'^.-II.I 
3RiRr, 

MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBUC 
GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS 

(Department of Personnel and lyaining) 

New Delhi, the 9th March, 2006 

S.O, 1000. —In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (8) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal 


Procedure, 1973 (Act No. 2 of 1974), the Central 
Government hereby appoints Shri T. Niranjan Reddy, 
Advocate, Hyderabad Retainer Counsel of the Central 
Bureau of Investigation in the Andhra Pradesh High Court, 
Hyderabad as Special Public Prosecutor for conducting 
the i^secution, appeals, revisions or other matters arising 
out of the cases investigated by the Delhi Special Police 
Establishment. 

[No. 225/5/2006-AVD-n] 
CHANDRA PRAKASH, Under Secy. 

(TTiRSrt^WnT) 

1 2006 

31T. 1001.— 3TPT5R 1981 (1961 ^ 

43) ^ «IR110 %7Sri^ (23#) ’#'3Wr (vi), 3Tiq^fTO 
1962 %W9fe«^+t 2#t^'5ni3Rr?T'3tfll^<f cRt 
^ armR # g# P<gjm1c5 

M 2001-02 ^ 2003-04 
(f^ M 2000-01 ^ 2002-03> ^ PtHfeina^ TTcff 


643 G1/2006 


(2225) 
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1. -7:3 3T1'3 

crni "<R ■^?7Tf % ferq f3H% 

"T? t, 

2. ^ ^g'4rT frvh'w '^4'*irn' 

^ ^11"^ ^•qvRT 

(5) k' l^prf^ fkRTT TT^' viilJ’-F?! Tr^’ 'k ^ 
33?-?^ 'em#* ^ WT7 ^ krfk (7^- 
-3TW 3 Tt1^ % 

■q qr^ c5riTf?,3?T 3T?r^ ^ 

fTO qfkrr ^ 

3. 'A^^ 3Tfk3|^T kpkl' % 'kfiiq k 

irrm, -?ff fki' ^Rrqi'{ fi ciT'‘i 3i?n aifk^q ?> 

‘^irq -erqr ^ '•f-ifkiR w ^ fkqmfr % 

^ qrfkr % qrkfqqr'BFf fT«TT ^ ■^TTlqR % 

kkq R 3T^ ^ ^TsTT - Tsft ^5Tmt 

4. qq iqqifkft anq^rc arfqfwr, i96i % WTpfl % 

ar^qR-wrl 3TTq fqqprl fqqRpr ^ arpm 
qrfVrq^Tfr % qkqr, 

5 FTq44 k*4fq k’ -arkrlT^ afk nR^^Riqi 
B'tTqf qi^ qqrk tptbb q?i ^ ^ qmtkt ^fhe 
qi^ qr ■HTT krqrqel % fqqfl q^ q^ 
frrqr wqqr I 

[ cqfk?3;qqT k. 3/06/Ti. '^BTfaTT/BT. 3TT.aTT. (wqq)/^./10 

(23-# )(vi)/0S-06/4209} 
qq.TpT. qqt, 3TPTqq aq^qB 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 

(Doj)art me nt of Revenue) 

(OFFICH 01' THE CHIEF COMMISSIONER OF 
INCOME-TAX) 

Jaipur. Ihc 1st March. 20t)6 

S.O, 11HH.—In c.vercisc of tlie powers conferred by 
.sub-clause (\ i i of clause (2.3C) ofScction 10 of the Income 
Tax .6c(. I V() t {43 of 1 % i) rc<id \mi1i rule 2CA of the Incornc- 
uix Rules. 1962.1 the ClncfConirnissioner of Income-lax. 
Jaipur licrcln approves "Shri Arva Vidyapeelh Sociel)'. 
Bhnsa^^al' lor the purpose of Ihc said section for the 
assessuieiit yenr.s20()l-02 to 200.3-04 (F, Yrs. 2000-01 lo 
2(){>2“03y :>uli|cct to the following condilions namely :— 

t si te assessec w ill apply its rncoinc. or accumulate 
for application \vholl\ and exclusively to the 
objccis for winch it is established; 

2. i !u: assesscc u ill not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than \oluntarv contributions received 
anil inaimaincd intJiefonnofjewcllcrv; funiiturc 
etc t for an\ period during the previous years 
rck vaut lo the assessment years mentioned 
abo\ c otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in sub-sect ion (5) of 
- Scc!:onll;’ 


3. tills order will not apply in relation to anv inaimc 
being profits and gains of business, unless the 
business is incidental to the allainment of the 
objectives of the asscssec and separate books 
of accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business; 

4. the asscssec will regularly file its rcuini of 
income before the income-tax authorils in 
accordance with the provisions of Incomc-t-i.x 
Act. 1961; 

5. that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given (o a charitable 
organi/ationwiih similar objectives and no par; 
of the same \m II go to any of the mcmbcr.s of i tie 
InstifuSion, 

(Notification No. 3/06/.No CC./Add!. CIT (Co-(.')rd.)/ifR./ 

I') (2 3C"K viyt )54)6/4?‘ )9' j 

M.N. VERM A. Chief Coniiiiissioncr oriucomc-tax 


(^qqvTPT) 

Ai ferfl, 9 qrk, 2006 

-1970 % tjq (9) (1) 3Tk (2) (qt) % qjq 

^-qtRt (qqqnn' qq otcirq) arfyfwj, 

1970qtt qRi9 ^ W4Ri (3) (^) qifqqq )m 

3OT qqq fr. tfksri ^/st. ^pii, 33^4553. 

tfeqq 33tq3krq fw- Aiifqtqk Tiktfrjrn)?? aTRqfqqr ^trI 

qpt qq ar-qfq % RTCT 31 qqr 73>.i-p( -qr f/rfq 

■qRi qqfqft ^ qifAq ’qrq q"h -si'ctiqT Tq% djiqqfiq 
^ k’ 3Tfqq;Rl qq qq;. 3TqqrT iiiq rpqr, '4i 

ii, qvr^, q? qq 73 3464^ qt) qprtqq ■.-irqfq % ferr 
qFqqr} ^q, ifqqq ^ k :qff4qTO-qo3qfq 

1q^?Tqr % k qrf’-jq qqql t i 

[ qq. 9 / 49/2005 qT-jii -1 ] 
^.-ft. fjqg qq3 qfRH 


(Department uf Ecunoniic Affairs) 

(Ranking Div ision) 

New Delhi, the 9th March. 260t3 
S.O. 1002.--! n c.screisc of the powers conferred iyv 
clause (0 of sub-section (3) of Section 9 of the Banknng. 
Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Uiidcrtakiagsj 
Act. 1976 read w iih sub-clause (1) and (,? )(a) of clause {9) 
of the Natonaliscd Banks (Managemen! and 
Miscellaneous Provisions) Scheme, 1976. the C'cmral 
Government, after consnliaiiou with the Reserve Bank of 
India, hereby noniinatcsSliri J.I.). Shanna. Rrc.sident Indian 
Overseas Bank Onieers Association as OITicer Eiuplovcc 
Director on the Board of Directors ol' Indian Ov erseas 
Bank for a period oft!) tee ccai.s from tlie dale orriotiiicauon 
or until his successor is noniina’ced or until he ceases lobe 
an officer of Indian Overseas Bank, or until further orders 
whichever is earlier prov ided that he shall not hold office 
continuously for a period exceeding si,\ years. 

.[F.No. 9/49/20().S-BO-M 
G B. SINGH. Under Scev, 
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TTiMt^rTr <sii6t sftr ’HicJ'^f^«i> 

( WTc^ ) 

f^;^, 8 2006 

3?r, 1003.—i987%1%^7(1) %73P5 ("gi)%3i:jM<«i'^f 

3?^ 

HITrff^ "RTW ('^’) "^ TETW TTTTt’ipT ^ 

(1) (2)__(3)_(4)_ 

1. ;^-T[j^Tn3 9968("^ 1} 1988 02, 2006 27 W-TO, 2006 

-;-i fin?Ti‘^'i( '^Tl RTT^fR 'JRPT^'S^, TRTW WT, 9 '*1Ff, fe#" 110002, 

•ii fc-#, -^r^, ttstt wr =6i^ildR'l -^^#7, 'hWi^, =6>ih^i 7, t^;<FiFr, 

RFR'JT. ^ rf^TT fTR^'^TRrT^W 'R' 1^f5i^ f i 

■^.%. V!^ fFFfiFKt) 

MINISTRY OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS, FOOD AND PUBLIC DISTKIBi;TION 
(Department of Consumer Affairs) 

BUREAU OF INDIAN STANDARDS 
New Delhi, the 8th March, 2006 

S.O. 1003. —Ill pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule {1) ofRulc 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 'i987, 
llic Bureau ol iuctiau Standards liercby notifies that amendment to the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in 
the Sciicdulc hereto annexed has been issued ; 

SCHEDULE 

SI. No, & Year of the Indian Standards No. & year of the Date front which 

No. Amendment the Amendment shall 

have effect 

I, IS 9968 (Part I); 1988 Specification for Elastomer insulated 02. February 2006 27 Febnia ry 2006 

cables Part I For working voltages upto and including 
1100 Volts (First Revision) 

Copy of this Amendment is available with the Bureau of Indian Standards. ManakBhavan. 9. Bahadur Shah Zafar 
Marg. New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices; New'Delhi. Kolkata. Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai tuid also Branch 
Offices ; Ahmcdabad, Bangalore, Bhopal. Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur. Kanpur. Nagirur, 
Pallia. Pune. Thiruvanauthapuram. 

fR.ef: ET09/r-31 

P. K. MUKHERJEE, Sc. F & Head (Electrotechnical) 
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9 RT#, 2006 

SIT. 1004.—*d^<l l987%f^7%^5^Tf^(l) %7§ns(l3r) 




777571 

77?Tlf^ MRlfti] RTHob ^777571 

777it7FT^7775naR^ 


(1) 

(2) 

O) 

(4) 

1, 

6303 : 1984, •^■M37t7^^^f7^%f^77mF^3fT^^ 

06, 2006 

01 2006 


(IRTR ^’Rt^Tvr) 




"5^ ^ Tlfipn 'TRTfN FTl^ 'FTT, "^TTR RPf, ^ 110002, ^JFlfcFif : 

^itcTOn, Tirerr'aR^R^^rsiK, '4'i^c ^rlw, TTW^, 

■3R^ ^ITT^ 7r«n ■^f ^5Fft '5'l^TS«iT f I 


"'7^.%, ^5ii, (tq^d a=h’i)oh]) 


New Delhi, the 9th March, 2006 

S.O. 1004.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that amendment to the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in 
the Schedule hereto annexed has been issued; 


SCHEDULE 

SI. 

No. 

No. & year of the Indian Standards 

No. & year of the 
Amendment 

Date from which 
the Amendment shall 
have effect 

(1) 

a) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

IS 6303 : 1984, General requirements and methods of 
tests for dry cells and batteries 
(First Revision) 

06. F^ruaiy 2006 

01 March, 2006 


Copy of this Amendment is available with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur Shah Zafar 
Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices : New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices ; Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, 
Patna, Pune, Thinivananthapuram. 


[Ref: ET lO/r-16] 
P. K. MUKHERJEE, Sc. F & Head (Electrotechnical) 



C'lmn—3(ii)] 


18, 2006/»M^H 27, 1927 
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10^, 2006 

ioos»—19877 (1) (ig)% hm'=p®^ 

^R?IT 1■*TH^ % Tf f ^ T«nfw ^ ■»TT^ f: ■— 


?FT (^) 

^ HM*f> ?JTr 








ohl^ 


(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 3n^'^8953 : 2006^1?«TT'T55^%%1^62 

8953 : 1978 

31 -stM. 2006 





"Srf^FIl 'iK<fl‘H *((*i«t> 9 Hi*l, 110002, <=|j/^fci^ : 

M feft, ^s?T Tmir toM?:, Mtw, 

•gwy, ^nn^, ^ w f^»^«n'<ii3^H *^f fWt -s^t^prt f i 


15^-12] 


TrFf.%. %Ti^ ‘ir^’ (T^*T^) 


New Delhi, the 10th March, 2006 

S.O. 1005.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards herdiy notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the Schedule 
hereto annexed have been established on the date indicate against each: 

SCBEDtlLE 


SI. 

No. & year of the Indian Standards 

No. &year of Indian 

Date of Established 

No. 


Standards, if any, 
superseded by the New 
Indian Standard 


(1) 

0) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

IS 8^53 :2006—62 Percent alumina bricks andblixks 
for blast furnace—Specification 
(First Revision) 

IS 8953: 1978 

31 January, 2006 


Cojty of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah 
Za&r Marg, New Delhi-l 10 002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Che nnai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices : Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Ifyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, 
Patna, Pune, Thiruvananthj^ui^. 


[Ref: MTD 15/r-121 
S. K. GUPTA, Scientist ‘F & Head (MTD) 
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•^^#,10 aM, 2006 


Tff. 1006 . --- HIWM Et^FT 1987 % fWT 7 C 1 ) ^ ( 73 ) % 37 ^^^! A 'MTTtfrq FFFB 

tphtti t ^ ^7 r#!T Emif % ^ fit f ^ ^sirFm th "ot t :— 


jfTF (^) TTTgqT ^ TTW 

^ 3^ vit4^ arfrishlHo Wcft^ 

3i?T^ TTmif, ^ ti. 


( 1 .) 


( 2 ) 




371^ ira. 129S1 : 2006 'cTTW^ Wtl % frT^ 3TW; ^n^irTT 12951: 1990 30 '^VWU, 2006 

■Ti Tni-rrTt'iti ■|7.--~'N7Tfe TT’^m^) 


?T 1 ^TTTt^i '^! mRTm -iOvO -H, K 3 .r 9 Tllo 3rl'h' 

^ feriT. TFTFMI, %;■;> ?ypai sp;i:qfef^!j : 2TTR^FfI^, Wfrc, ‘‘liMsOf, 

tT ^-'H frrPv^r-i^i'-iiH E EnEt r; 33x6-7^:^^ f i 







t 




New Delhi, lltc lOlh March. 2006 


S.O. 1006.—In pursuance ofclause (b) of sub-rule (i) of Rule (1) of Rule 7 of Oic 1; ’in;..;,:. orOx.bi;; .Si.UTj.irOi 
Rules. 1987, the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies lhal tlie Indtan Standards, particula*^' oi o a;;.:'; io-iu OiC 
Schedule hereto annexed has been c.slablihscd on the dale indicated against each ; 

SaiEDUIX 


■7 No. and Year oi'tlie Indian Standards Fsiabiished No. and \car ofliiduin buic n! isstabiisOec; 

No Standards, if arn. 

Superseded by the New 
Indian Standard 


(1) (2) 

0) • 

(4) 


i. IS 12951 : 2006 Mica Insulating Bricks for High 

Temperali 1 re A ppl ica lions—Speci fi ca t i on 
(First Revision) 

IS 12951 *1990 

.30 Januan'. 2006 

f 


Copy of this standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards. Manak Bhavan. 9 Bahadur Shall 
ZafarMarg. New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolcatia. Chandigarh. Clienncii. Mumbai and alsoBrancli 
ODTices ; Ahmedabad. Bangalore, Bhopal. Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore. Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur. Kanpur. Nagpur. 
Patna, Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. 


[Rcf:MTD 15/T-16| 
S.K. GUPTA. Scientist 'F" & Head (MTD) 












^ 9'^?T^'W'5rR'RM, ^ 1wT-l 'l0002, 

•=Tt ?f«Tr WT ’iHT^, |]i!?!cfl, 

-SFrPTg^. v;:^, Tjnt cT^^t’ ■^' f^sFt ■aPqHSKT f 1 

r _* _ . r _ ■ -. n ^ ^ -I 

[T?^^ : HTTT^^MT 25] 
(dll^ew^) 

New Delhi, the 10th March, 2006 

S,0. 1007.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rules (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards 
Rules, i 987. the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in 
the Schedule hereto annexed have been establihsed on the date indicated against each : 

SCHEDULE 

SI. No & Year of the Indian Standards Established No. & year of Indian ' Date of Established 

No Standards, if any. 

Superseded by the New 
Indian Standard 


(1)____ (3) __ J4i__ 

], IS 12467 (Part 1): 20t)6TcxtileS“ Assessment of the 15 12467:1988 March. 2006 

ignitabi lily of upholstered furniture Part I Ignition 
source; Smouldering cigarette 
(First Revision) 

2. IS 1.3683 Texti 1 cs—Ring Spu n Grey Cotton Yam - — Mareh. 2 Ot )6 

Specification 
(First Revision) 

3 IS [ 3684 : 2006 Te.xtilcs—Rotor Spun Gre\' Cotton Yam- — March, 2006 

Specification 
(First Revision) 

4. IS 15612 (Part 2): 2006 Textiles—BurningBeliaviour --- March, 2006 

of Curtains and drapes Part 2 Measurement of 
flame spread of vertically oriented specimens with 
large ignition source. 

Copy of these Standards are available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan. 9 Bahadur 
Shah Zafar Marg. New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi. Kolcatta. Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also 
Branch Offices : .Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal. Bhubaneslwar. Coimbatore. Guwahali, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, 
Nagpur. Patna. Pune. Thiruvananthapuram. 

lRef;TXD/G-25) 
M. S. VERMA. Ditector & Head (Textiles) 
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^ 23 2006 

"Rfs^ (-^ ^ ^*) ^ TTm) Sfrf^rf^, 1976 (1976 'ERT 60) TT«n ^ a|k'RN 

(Tffe#*'5FT^;I«te) fro, 1987 dfk^'srnr^'^TWTrt ’ft 

aftr ft <iH^-=w ftqr -sf^ t^tt; 

3T?T;, 3R, 3rf'^rH*<H ^ ^TRT 36 ^"^-lUTT (7) aftr'^-^TRI (8) 

■^x^, f^'Ji1c<n ^ci, '^-126, xsft ^ ftt s^t^<;, ft=tti<,-26, 'Ttxft TR-382 044, '5RT l^Ptf^a 3^ 

'^WlftcTT (TTsnft^ oi4-II) ^ 4,=w ftt-1000 * * *^<acii af^TSf} ^■q'l trl^rti ('^c'f>i4 5 ?^h) "% 

^i^-s ^ ’' % (■f^'^^lft hTsci ’FIT^ ) aftrlafft 311^1371 

'^/09/2006/82 'f^TCfT ‘n^TT 'I, rhi'J|-T^ «nft aftl T^jrf^ ^^>T^ft % I 

3«M HISCI ('lift xft ^ ^il^Rr 'V'31 ^ ’IR fttH 3TTT^Tft?T 3l^'q|[^n nt<TH «M'T><.“I ( i?^h) 

11 37fftgj?R TOTT 1000 %. m t 3fti: ^RciT 51ft). m 11 himhh 3rrm (^) lOO m 11 ^ ^ 

3iiftH<jc1H ft ^cf jHcl^lid oMqc()Ciiic*i<=h ^ifl^ ^Tlft^Tp^TT H'TIR ft 1 siftlS (^ (ft^TT 

h1<.“||*i 44<^f$id ot)<tii ft t 84'+)<.'^i 230 3ftx 50 XTRT "'K «t>i4 *t)<cii ft 1 



■Wlf^ftrrt^-^ %3l[dr<=W ohMi'^uf %f^ ■Qtft'STTft ftft^% ftlTftc#^IftjRI W13RTI 

afk ft)'iO^ XFRcRK -3!^ 3TfftfWT ^ RRI 36 ^ 3^-RRI (12) ^ TRRf 7T%Rf 'SHH -q^ qtrrJIT Wt 

ft ^TferftraijjMl^'iftr^iiRr4-R5i%3ftFftT-3ft11ftfftRftn^ ■ 3 # 8^11 ^wiilft, l^raft 

31 ftfe^ ^ [ftPiMi'J I IftRff RRlft, 1ftf¥%'3# jfX3W%ftft#ft^, ■^1«1lftm3ftT^Jlft91^%(ft^'3WC^’ftftfft^ 
100 fft. TIT. ■^TT^yeft 3TftiRRftr“^” 5000 ft 50,000 TRP ^^ft HHHH aftRl^ (1^71) Tlfftn 50 Iftjftftim ft 

3Tfft^afk5000 r<f>d)UIH 1RF^ aftftsfKTR wn^ft ’RHI X 10* 2 X 10*'qT5 X 10^% ft, ftt ■qT'ifeW=f) 

T^if^) ^ ■?J7^ % ft I 

[Tm. ft. ^^T5R-21 ( 309)72005 ] 

ft. ■q. 1ftft^, RTT fft^ 


« 4 «^ « 1 


.♦ t * M 


- I ■<!. .1. . I ..|i .Mi| 


•III hi<■.I>r 
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New Delhi, the 23rd February. 20<)(? 

S.O. 1008.—Whereas the Centr.::! Government, after considering the report submitted to k by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards, of Weights aud Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods , of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7 ) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issu^ and publishes the certificate of at^jroval of the Mode^ of ncm-autmnaiic wcighii^ 
instrument (Platform type) with digital intfication of '‘AXP-IOOO” series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-Il) and with 
brand name “ AXPfiRT’ (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Ajqieit Digital Scale, E-126, 
GIDC Electronics Estate,Secior-26, Gandiii Nagar-382 044, Gujarat and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/ 
2006/82; 

The said Model (sAJ the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Platfomi type) tilth a maximum capacity df 1000 kg. asd minimum capacity of 5 kg. The verification scale 
intaval (e) is 100 g. It a iarc device with a 100 per cent subtractive retailed tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) indicates the weighing nesifU, The instrument operates on 230 Mills, and 50 Herts alternative current power 
supply; 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to pre|vxnt the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 


Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Secli 
Government herdiy declares that this certificate of approv^al of the said Model shall 
of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity ranging 
number of verification scale interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ val 
value of 1XlO*", 2x 10*" or 510^, k being the positive or negative whole number 
same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design, accuracy and 
the said approved Model has been manufactured. 


or 


ion 36 of the said Act, the Central 
also cov'er the wei^ng mstmment 
above 50 kg. to 5000 kg. and with 
|ue of loo mg. or more and with ‘e’ 
equal to zero, manufactured by the 
ivith the same materials with w'hich. 


[?. No. WM-21(309)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOO^THY, Director of Legal Metrolog> 
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^ - 3 ^ -sr^ ^ w«ipt ^ w t % 

■3W ^rf% ^ 3TT^ ^■) W sfir ttR 1976 (1976 ^ 60) ?r«IT 3^^ 'ilFT ■*TTO 

f^, 1987 %% 375?^tTf a|t^^^ ^ fTMmT t 'SRPl^ 31 ^^ •3^'qfS^ 

^ T^fT; 

3171;, 3151, 3b^ ■3^3Tf%lf^^%lRT36 (7) ^^-«TRT (8) ^317^11 ¥lRw4 t^’SPTPt^ 

^ §'^A’2 ^ 2/402, %71-III, ?ITf% Rkl^, C^), ^-401 107 ^RI RlfiPIrt ^ 

■«WT«hlT^ (W«[?n^-Il) ^ ^73^ % 31^;^ Tj;^ 7Tf%7T 3t^T^|-RH^ TTt^ 3MW ^ ^RiR) % ^ifs^ 

fiT fl^<| [ »g hT 5^ ■^gMl^ lt) 3 :^ 31l| T^T ^/09/2005/804 

TRpjr-'q?! -wtt 3^ TraTf^ni 1 1 

•iT'^cri A'Si M«r>K^ MR 31(t<if<o 3i^'q|f^n olci'i y®f>K) % I ^^«hl <Hf^<t><fR ^1*1711 

30%. m t OTTT 100 m 11 Wiffm HNJIH 31'rRicI (1^) 2 TIT, 11 TT^311^1*1^614t 1WBT‘?n3llTO 

«PW)«HP»1'4j «!!% 31T^5?55R 31»1I?1 tl 5l4lS 3T^ Tlt^ iflu i lH ^ ^ 1 ( 1 | ^>lch^U | 230 %g 

3?y^50’^ «rm«l<ff I 



'4n<?1 «bi^ %3lfdf<<W*T#=I^ 7^-511% ^^+>*1! «1I^9I I 

3f[7 %5J^ ^RZBR "aC^lT 3lf«T^l7Fr ^ tlRI 36 ^ <rq-«IRf (12) 'm ^ TRtn ^ "SR# 

t ^7it^%3ij*iti;5i%-5iiTRH-^%3i?Tif?r-3;FTt^f^ •3HI fiTSHr, %3i5^iR3ftT ■37iti3i*mt^, f^»ra^ 

"3^ 3ig>frf^ '*if35^ i]zn fqf?Tf% -3# ^ ift 3^ <!^|44WH % TTt^ ■3H«I><W| ^ '3lt 

i1%.m^50l^.m '*TH%f^ 100^50,000 hnhh3rrrt (t^^) 3^^1001%,TnR**n^3^ 3if%R> 

5000 ^50000 Trap ^^-4'Rc4im 317RM (T^^) Tlf^ 50 3Tftraj?R 

3?k“^” 'RH 1 X 10^, 2 10 ^'*115 X 10^ % t, ^ tit f I 

[^. ^. 21 ( 267 )/2004 ] 

4^. IT. <f)'"ii^f?i, -RFi 
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New Delhi, the 23rd February, 2006 

S.O. 1009, —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure ^ven below) is in confoimity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to«render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Cemral Govemnicm her^y issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (ThWcttip type) with digital indication of “TAPT’ series of high accuracy (Accuracy class^ll) and with 
brand name ‘‘TAI^SON’S” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Tapson’s Scientific 
Instrument Company, B2/402, Phase-lII, Shanti Park, Mira Road (East), Thane40l 107 and which is assigned the 
^^>im^marfc Ih^p4<09/200^ 



The said htodel is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity of LOO g. The verification scale intoval (e) is 2 g. It has a tare 
^evice with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
•results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternative current power suw>ly; 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government herd>y declares that this certificate of at^rova! of the said Model shall also co\'er the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity ujno 50 kg. with verification scale 
inverval (n) in the range of 100 to 50000 for ‘e’ value of 1 mg. to 50 mg. and with verification scale interval (n) in the 
range of 5000 to 50000 for e’ value of 100 mg, or more and with e’ value of lxl0^ 2>< 10’' or 5^ 10^ where k is a 
positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the 
same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved Model has been manufactured. 

|F. No. WM-2I(267)/20041 
P. A. KRISHNAM(X>RTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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"3^ ^sif®RT ■qrs^ “i^ir ^ ^nfipT ^*) ^ ^ ^rf^fwr, i976 (1976 ^ 60) it«it ^ ^ ’th^p 

(■*#5# ^ 1987 % t -HnmTt % etMMK ^^WsfeT 

Wft 8h^<w -sn^ wr Ttryj; ' 

3T?T:, ^TT^tR, <s«m Rrt mrr 36 ^ 3R“<iTRI ( 7 ) 3R-<iTm ( S ) ^RT 3 <KtJ TRIPT 

^ ^^17^ 1TWR?RI#3f^Rsp ^ 2/402, ^-III, ?nf% RT%, ^, (^), 37^-401107 ^ 

('^T«n47TT'^“in) * 515 ^ % 3f^ ?it^ ^m^ptwi %'*7ts^ 

^3TR“eNFfT'’ t (f^ wqf^ whrt t) «fh: ant 

^/09/2005/805 %?7T W t, ^T^RF^T IPTnJT-R^ •STfft 3fik 'Jnpff^ RR<ft t I 



*IR‘^37TtIlf^3HW'cJ|fd^1?it^3REP33T(^^3Tm3J^) t ^RPTT 

10 f^. Tn. t afR ?i;Fr<TT 20 RT. tHIHRM 3TRRM (^) 1 TJT. 11 aiT^RpfT t ?TcT 3rf ^t1 

'^'^■^■'flrMcb' ^Tlfer 371^^;^11 3^74^C^'^'^) TT^ iftm hRwH 8Mt;;f$ra I 8H4)7UI 230 

afk 50 IJrRfMf ^THT"SRirR RT «Fr4 ^vRTT "t" I 

’ttttt” 45^ % Rm '«tt% % Rm ^ i 

afR %#7 TTTSFR 3^ arf^T^m ^ ^ 36 - 4 ?^ 3R-t7RT (12) ^ 3r^ ^ifWf 2R 3?^ ^ fqr Rtw ^Rcit 
t % 343Rf5^%a75ite%'5R3RTM-R57%aRrh377tfMRRfm^ fTORT. fS^T ^ar^TTRa^ RTRTft I^RT^ . 
34rf a^^HiR;d hT-sci RfRniH RbijT7]-.q|-|, ■R«iT^af[7 4)i4RiijiH%<itc^d aM4>7^ui 100 

fR. Tn.^ 2 7JT.%'‘f'’ Rpr%1^100^ 10,000 1T4r-45t^'^‘'H(^WTTFr7RTR3t^^ afrt 5 ■RTO'RT3^T^ aif^ %“^'* 
RH%%TT 500^ 10000 cT^’4^^'^''77?Rm'RmPTaRRnR (133) ^7ft(T 50 f%#7TR 33?^ aTf^T3>cR ^RRTT^f a^h 
RH1 ^'10^ 2 X lO^RT 5 X 10^ % f, ^ 3 R 1 cR4i 3T 3i ’ 4 [ cR45 3T ^ f I 

[3>!. ^5^ip7-21 ( 267 )/2004 ] 

T^, 3r7 f33H 
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New Delhi, the 23rd February, 2006 


S.O. 1010.—Whereas the Ccidral Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is.likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of aKJroval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top t>pe) with digital indication of “TAPS-10 ” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-ill) and 
with brand name “TAPSON’S”’ (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Tapson’s Scientific 
Instrument Company, B2/402, Phase-111, ShanO Park, Mira Road (East), Thane-401107 and which is assigned the 
approval marie IND/09/20()5/805; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of lOkg and minimum capacity of 20g. The verification scale interval (e) is Ig. It has a tare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply; 

In addition to'sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government herdiy declares that this certificate of ^3proval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy^ and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg with verification scale 
inverv’al (n) in the range of 100 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mg. to 2g. and with verification scale interval (n) in the 
range of 500 to 10000 for‘e’value of 5g. or more andwith‘e’value of IxlO'^, 2xI0''or 5x10'", wherek is apositiveor 
negative whole number or ecpial to zero, manufectured by the same manufecturer in accordance with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. Wm- 21(267)/20041 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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^3^ •^* ^?fSm Tits^ (■## ^ ^') ^ 3frf 3Tf«Tf^, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) 1T«n W ^ •»?N ’RTW 

(HT5<r()’ ^ 3 ^^hI<;h) FrH, 1987%'^^'%-^H^^t 3ltT^'sn^T'^1M’MrtK3I#T^ 

^*T«lTsf?TT Tlin 3lh: Wr=T ^f<fwRr4l’ ^ 3KI^ ^R?TT 

^;, ^ tinir 36 ^-^TT ^ijRT (7) (8) 5RT3r«;^^^ 

'?n?f=ef75^ ^ 2/402, %H-III, ■?nf^ ^ ^, (^), '3p5l-401107 ^ W 

■JifSH f^TFf^ ^’TrR“<TW=?T” t (f^ Fifei?! ^ W t) 3^ 1^ 3!^^! ^ Tf^ 

^/09/200S/806 ■’H'H^^^ni ^IRT t, W^-TT "^IT^ ^ 11 



<jeKi ♦iI’Sci ^<=t> IV'^0 ')'*! y«t)R ^iT 'TR '3 TF*^iRo ( M^c'rt4 h®»>i<) % I SlfN'stxffl 

1000 1^. m t 3fr( ^rw 5 %. m 1 1 Tmm tum^h (^) loo m 1 1 ^ Fn^i trt 

«ITft?T 37T^R^3T^ tl 31 ^>iv r ^) ^ R» II M • 3 ' ^<;f?m 11 230 

50 yrHfcfOi ^ITT n=i^o yc^t<i ’'?7 «hl^ t 


3ih; ^ ^ «rRi 36 ^ wnn (12 ) sri ^ viFw^f ^ ^ ^ ^R?ft 

^ 5fl V4*i(*JiM5( %3ia4ci ■S'^ SKi "3^ Hri^J'^i, <r 1\ >s«w 

Hi'S Cl I^Pih['J| f^*ll ^l9l f^Plftci ■3 'hI ^JOCII 1^ ^®h, •sfir “hl^HICI*! cilcf^ <5'i«f>^«| Mt fsT*^ 100 UI. 

^3^3Tf^ %“^'’' •*TrT%#!^ 5000-^50,000 flrOrm HIHHH 3i(!TM(l^)^1%1T50 fflbMl fJIH 3Tf^3?k 

soool^Tjm fT^^3Tf?i^j?m 3ih‘‘i’' -qm x io^ 2 x lo^-qrs x 10^% f,-gfr <pnt<iyqr \» i fa 

■qT-?J^%^TTT^f I 


[■qf?.-H.-5^1^1-21 ( 267 )/2004 ] 
■qt. 1^. ^JwiPjRI, 
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New Ddhi, the 23rd February, 2006 

S.O. 1011. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
autlmrity, is satisfied that tlie model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and ftie Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service imder varied conditions: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Govenuneiit hcrdiy issues and publishes the certificate of a{q)roval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of “TAHP-1000” series of high accuracy (Acqirat^ class-II) and 
with brand name “TAPSON’S” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Tapson’s Scientific 
Instrument Company, B2/402, Phase-III, Shanti Park, Mira Road (East), Thane-401107 and which is assigned the 
^rpioval mark INDA)9/2005/806; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) 
with a maximum c^>acity of 1000 kg and minimum capacity of 5 kg. The verification ^le interval (e) is 100 g. It has a 
tare device with a 100 per eerit subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the sighing 
results. The instrument operates on 230 \blts, and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply; 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, ftie Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg and imto SOOO kg with 
verification scale inverval (n) in foe range of 5000 to 50000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x 10\ 
2x 10*" or 5 10\ k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufocturer 
in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has 
been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(267)/2004) 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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cFT.3IT. 1012 .—miBusm-O "SRf "'R 

35RT ■^' ^??fST<T -mm ^ aRTfrfir •^*) W -RTT 'RPT^ 1976 (1976 ^ 60) cT«n ^ "RTT 

(Tfeif ^ ^JT^rFtT) f^, 1987%^^%«T5?^t W^'RMmTt%WTTrTR3riFT^3raf«r-^‘ 

■R^IT^hTT «Rm; 'S^k krfM^ k* Tf^ «?R?n 1%^; 

2PR!;, -ST^, «<'t>K, ^rfvf^RRT RRT 36 RRT (7) ^^k^R RRT (8 ) 'gRf "SP!??! ^?lkRTRt x4}‘l 

"^Trk CIH^^ t(l5p«if^=K 2/402, %R-III, ^iiPfl ''TT%, kklffe ('f^), '3n^-401107 "SiRr f^FlWfi RI^TR 

W«hn^ (-R^IT^hn-qif-III) ^ ‘‘-^Tiitit-SOO’* %aT^7{5^‘R%^ dldn 84«h<U| 

y+R)% hT'S<i^, **mTsci^'^ kf^rk^3Pfr? 

*191 %, BTJRk^ ■SRTF'I“'9^ 'illil ^^fk TTSRTkRT I 



500 f^. TTi. t mm 2 tti. 1 1 hnhh mmm (^) 100 m f! '^Rk* ■gf^ t ^ 

yf^M 649chcHlcH9> 31*119 11^ 319RT <}^^4cb SI9)S (l^ ^ 31^ ^kWR 9R?TT 11 <S99Rq 

230 kks 50 3P919cff 9R1 f9^ 31^19 R 9RR ^ ! 

WlfHM ^9^ Rkl %^Mfdn<W triH9^ %f^ ^1cri4^ f^'STlT^! 

^ ^FR9R ^ ^ifkikqR 9^ 9RN^6 9^ WIRT (12) SRI 31S9 ?lf9(T9f 9n 3lktn 9R^ 9F ktTJlT Wl 

% ^ Tfer % srt ^ st^rr ^ 'Rit RnTOt k, kRT^ 

^i^klf^Rfe^fkfrRklf^jRlTTRl^, fqPtPio <J'm 1 ^<a(rii ^ ^ ^«t), 99R^?1T^<. <t5!4Htc:i'i ^ ^Tlcn <JH'=h<,*'i 5 *a\H 9^ 37?^ 

TFT %f^ 500 k 10,000 cT979^^k' WrMIMH 9IM9H RRM (t^) 50 19^113119k 3Tfq97 1000 

99>9^3Tf99KRT^RmT9T^f 9^1 x 10^ 2 x 10^915 x 10^% f, ^ >mic9'+ 9T 5te>J!lrH9TT’lf9T9T-?J^%^79^ 

tl 

[Tl. k. ^rs^-Q7T-21 ( 267)/2C04 ] 
it; Ti. ri^V!9>, l9f99T 9T9 f^B 
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New Ddhi, the 23rd February, 2006 

S.O. j 012.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, iS satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of ihe'Standards of Weights and Measures Act* 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use ‘and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, iherefiDre, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Modal of non-autotnauc 
weighing instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of “TAPP-5()0” series of medium accuracy ( Accuracy 
class-ill) and with brand name “TAPSON’S” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by 
M/s Tapson’s Scientific Inslmment Company, B2/402, Phase-111, Shanti Park, Mira Road (East), Thanc-4()1107 and 
which is assigned the approval mark lND/09/2005/807; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-autumatic wcitdiiag instrument (Platform type) 
with a maximum capaci^ of 500Kg. and minimum capacity of 2Kg. The verification scale inter\'al (c) is lOOg. It has a 
tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also co\'er the weighing instniment 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50Kg, and up to I OOOKg wiili 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e' value of 1 x liv. 
2x10 or 5xl0L where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(267)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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1C13, msRR-3^^f3p?R^^t% 

iq' ^ ^ -RT? 1976 (1976 ^ 60) 1T«n W oflr ‘^TN ■>7mr 

{;r>^^T(‘ -^7 f^, 1987 % h f ^ ^ t % K ^H T R ^ 3T??fV ■^’ Mt ^ Tlfs^ 

•j}v?r '^1T -^T'l TTftfT^rtTj?f V <rT^: 77^1 7^f[; 

)T 37^, TRW, W 3Tf^^ »-7Rr 36 ^ ( 7} 3fiR Tq^RT (8 ) TRT^T Tlf^RRlf ^ liT^T ^ 

: r'T^WI 371^^?n, "RtlRf % -qt^, s T^ - qTfTTT TR^, Wfr7-560058, HR l ** 3TT^ 1^-^ 

’T^ ” % 3TW'7^-T ^R%7r •^ >%f 'r! ^ W e T iT^T % RfgcT RiT, f3m% ^ ^RPT ' 

W( RfSTT w RRI t) 37h fMl 3r:!R,'''Tq -STT^ ^/09/2 005/1101 RRI %, 31 

3?TTq-R^ ^ 3ih 3RTTf^ f I 



^ ^ TIW ^ RR^SjrorfRT 3?w? Tlffn T«!mt%?( ^ Mt f ^a g 1^T#PT 11 

37fV'6oM ^R?n 100 WRil" 3|^< 5“8 VT "Jff^ ^E73 RRTII >l«i\^i 31^ R»Wt, '41 

7^3-tt^, fe^^, ^ •g^' 3nfeRit 11 3< ^ 4 r; S T Rfe -g^ Rftqiw ^g^y;ffw 

WT11 230 3|tT 50-i^ ^rwPRff RRT1^ 5m ^ wt wn 11 

Tilton 4l 6lVcI %”*Hf{I'1 Rit %' <ifl<!^ '^1^ ^ T1®F% %" 4t TftlSRI? f^RT ^SIH^HT I 

3fk ^ RRT 36 ^siRT (12) SRI IIS^ ^ ^ '^m\ Wft 

t%'3flW''fte^%3i^fh^*i%IR3pnR“RR%3irt'3^fti¥qRtmsRr'3^ft.lTra^, rrMhi %■ 31’5?ih ^ TiTRtfV % 

^ whim % ifl^ #t I 


[•W. R. ■515^R»T-21 (142)/2005] 

4t. R. h^?w>, tRI^wrhsSH 
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New Delhi, the 23rd February, 2006 

S.O. 1013. —Whereas the Central G<A'eminent. after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said repon'(see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, ther^re, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government herd^ issues and publishes the certificate of aj^roval of the Automatic Gravimetric Filling 
Instrument With digital indication of **IA-BFM” series with brand name “INDIANA” (herein referred to as the said 
Model), manufactured by M/s Indiana Automation, Behind Hind Motors, 1st Stage, Peenya Industrial Estate. 
Banglore-560058, Karnataka and which is assigned the approval mark lND/09/2(K)5/l lOl; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based automatic gravimetric filling instriimcni with digital 
indication and its maximum capacity is lOOKg. It is used for filling ihc free flowing products like tea. colTcc. sugar, 
rice. salt, grniuialcs. detergents, seeds, agricultural products etc, U fills ;*'-8 fills per minute. The Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz aliernalivc current power 
supply. 

in addition to scriling the stamping plate, sealing shall also be li one to prevent the opening of the niachinc 
for fraudulent practices 

Further, in e.xcrcisc of the power conferred by Sub-scclion (1.' ? of Section .36 of the said the Ceiitt.! 
Govcrnnicnl hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the ;d Model shall also cover the ucigliiu: 
instrument of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series wot it capacity in the range of lOKg lo loiik c 
manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same \v > , ,pic. design, accuracy and with ihe saiu 
materials with which, the approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(142 i/20iV: 

P. A KRIS:IN AMOORTHY. Director of Legal Mcnoio-- 
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1014 .—%^ ’gnf’4^ ^*3^ ^ ^ %■ -qr^^ ^ t % 

wm (^ ^ "T^ 3Ttfjft ^') 3f[T "^IFr 'm^ srfiriTO, 1976 C1976 ^ 60) cT^IT ^ 3fh[ TTR 
(■^TT's^f m 3T^^Tt^) 1987 % t ^fhc 1?7 ^ ^ % % olMItlR ^ 

•^«Tr«hTf WtT 3f[T wrr 


3Trr:, 3T^, %“-§fh7 TP.^, ^ PRT 36 ^ (7)3^ ^PRT ( 8 ) ^ ^ W 

fV7, 4 pP '^fr^WTi >wr^7pr, % rft^; 1 -cftf^T^Tr 560058, ?RT ftf4f4d ‘ * 37T| 

vyp ttp” >iTrc^ % 3fp7^ -^Tpnpf (^ Mm) % Amcr MM ^ m 

‘‘^Mmr” ? ^TM'qr^'^pf^WPPrt) ark W 

mr t, m4tm ppm-m Mt afk wrkm ppm 11 



wRpq mPTfkraMpTTj^pMm^fTim'^fmtflmMmmppw (sTpMm) ti 
??Mt■sTfppm mpT 50 fpMrmt aM2-4 Hmr pfp mn 1 1 mMTPf TsraM, mpr 

pfMqr^, M, MkPi^T^fpp, 3iMPTt mi mfm.Mprmmt 1 ■gpn?imq^mPT^(m^im) MmpkwR mMlm 

ppm k I mpM 230 pP^ M 50 prPTP^ PTp fp^ wp m "am pmt 11 

TmfppT Mp pn mm pM % arfpftPP pttPt pP pmpqk mpmk % fm Mrr k ttpPt % fm 4t ktmm Mpi mpm 1 

3TR, p:^ mp47, mpp arfpfw? pp PRT 36 P^ mrPRT (12) mp p"p 'mfpppf PT WT pM ^ PF prw pM 
3TMm%wmrpm%3mpm7tfMMn^m7tfksmT. fepTmpPiMipm^mtmk^mpfrk, Mm 
3PP pfsm ipfpMr Mpt ppt t, iprfMm 1 %Mrm k so temm pp M piI mm % mp ^ km, 

pmpm afn: Pip-iimp p mm mpirm ^ ^ 1 

[PI. k, ^^m-2l(l42)/2005j 

m. tt. M?Tpr, Mpp prr fpmf 
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New Delhi, the 23rd February, 2006 

S.O. 1014.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the pro\'isions of the Standards of Weights and'Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the C cnirai Government hereby issues and publishes the certifleate of approval of the Automatic Gravimetric Filling 
Inslnimcnl (Liquid Filler) with digital indication of “lA-LFM” series with brand name “INDIANA” (herein referred to 
as the said Model), manufactured by M/s Indiana Automation, Behind Hind Motors, 1st Stage, Peenya Industrial 
Esuite. Bangalore-56()()58, Karnataka and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/H02; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based automatic gravimetric filling instrument (Liquid Filler) 
with digital indication and its maximum capacity is 50Kg. It is used for filling the free flowing products like edible oil. 
milk, fruit juice, pesticides, paints, chemical adhesive etc. It fills 2-4 fills per minute. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) 
indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing sh^l alSb be done to pi^ent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in e.xercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also-cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with capacity in the range of IKg to 50Kg 
manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design, accuracy and with the same 
materials w ith which, the approved Model has been manufactured. 

{F. No. WM-21(142)/20051 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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•3^ 37T^^') W Rn 3Tf%T^m, 1976 (1976 ^60) ?T«n ^ 3|tT RT? 

(RfS#'-J??! 3(Tf«Tl^) f^IR, 1987 %^^‘%3T^t mf?rrT3r^^3rTfiT^* ^ ■3^Rfir??T 

^ f¥»F^ qflfwfflvf ^r^rr wr 

m:, 'SrWm^ «ittt 36 ^^cmm (7) (8) gm ym ^ipitn^ 

^ 56J^<!6 ^103, 'R'^KTOll W ?'^, (^) «lpit-401209 ' ‘T^-X^T^ (’anjTT^W 

m’W %)” % ^’. '^, %-qfg^ ^f>r^ 

t »Tf«Q^"'6f5iT|i^| t) 1^/09/2005/766 M l i| q ! 

t. 3?5*f)?ri 3mFm ^ y^ifvm 11 



xwr hT 56I XRWW ('34f«Pn1^ XWR) t i arfswflq ajlRTT 100 ITT. ^ 

3nq?H 31^ wm 0.05 m "qr fw.#3TTqqq 11 ■qF vr>r % f^TgRT’TT ^ qRm t 

f dfrx'qir 'JGniix^, ^N>j^3?kif#yw%!r’i^'3f7ii?f^ vx’^'^f'siljpwiytTnt’ i'qF40 'R'*r'srf?r f^rq^ 'Rfftt i 

"SWr SrftriWT ^ ^ 36 ^ '3'yVITT (12) gRT ggg Vl0w«if ITT IPflFT 'qg "qtw ^RTlft 

t%'gqff^^%3TyTtgq%fR yq i ^My %3RTifff’g#1^ p TqfqTgTn 4fft f^^a i ^, feWT % 3(T^ sfkWTlft 'Sqn 
rT€ 61 "WTr fn*li«i1%qT'W‘t, W'S’^TWi “SWIiq ift 0.05 

TTTq./fiT.^. 100 TITR/fiT,#. IW^rf^TqiqR «iTW 


[ -R. -sa^T^q-a i (63 )/2005 ] 

1^. f^niT^, Ww TTrq 
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New Delhi, the 28th Fdiruaiy, 2006 

S.O» 1015.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standarcte of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
M^sures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model, is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of self indicating, 
Automatic Liquid Filling machine (volumetric type) of “FL-MH-XX” (where XX-denotes number of syringes) series 
with brand name “ELTEK” (herein referred to as tlw said Nfodel), manufactured by M/s Eltdc Systems, D-103, Maharana 
Pratap Nagar, Nallasopar (East), Distt. Thane-401 209 and which is assigned the approval mark lND/09/2005/766; 



lire said Model is an automatic liquid filling machine (volumetric type) with a maximum capacity lOOg or 
equivalent volume in ml and nunimum capacity 0.05g or equivalent volume in ml. It works on the principle of piston 
filler have multiple filing points and used fer filling of liquid products like edible oil, water, shampoo and the like. It 
fills 40 fills per minute. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make and performance of same series with capacity in the range of 0.05g/ml to lOOg/ml 
manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design, accurac>' and with the same 
materials with which, the said approved Model has be^ manufactured. 

[F. Na WM-21(63)/2005| 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrolog>' 
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-^ffi .3HT. 1016. —^ iv^ ^ ^ 0^ t % 

'4 (^ ^ ^ 3rf^=f ^■) ^ 3fR -rtf 'RT^ 1976 ( 1976 ^ 60 ) ?T«TF ^ ^ 'RTF ‘RPI^ 

(Tteri ^ Iwt, t 987 %% aqrg^t ^ ^tthftri t f% emmR wr ^ xf -qf^ 

>T-ii'" 7#TT 3fR WT T^RI; 

‘^Pf:, TOIR, ^ RR] 36 TR mrr ( 7 ) ^8 ) mi ^ '?Tf^' RR ^ fT^, 

T7?R riRt "STt- Rt- 203, R W] TiR RTR, ■^STT^T^ rR^, t<RR(K-500062 mi 3T^R5qT^ RR-}! ) 

' ‘ TTf i\ [' ^JTJclT % 5TR5sr. ^4R T1%rT, 'iRFRRTfm, ^ RRIR) % Rimi RIT, TO RR RTR 

'' R.lPl • ■# " % ( fml mR TOpr '■TRl t ) 3 T!t '3T5Rtm m 1^/09/2004/457 fTOI tFTT f, ST^RTm 

RRpn RR -RiH 4k R'^Tkm mrfr 11 



Rfmr fkfjcT 45T miR "RR oTT^ '^PT SRRTkrT 3TPRRTf4R (^TPR HTR RRRR) cflPTR f' I ^tPrRkTR SPTRi 

6 kP. Rl. R ZifR JRW 25 m 11 TTfRm RTRRH (|) 500 fk. TO. 11 WF' RRT ^TT^RReFl "5^^ t f^TRRR 7TR RrfRRlcf 

^mRRRFR^ ''iirfO ^kRRrTR RHm t i RRR71 ^3PRRkf7 mife ( TIPT t 4t) 7^71 “dTcRR RfO’ITR' ^?RR%cT mRT f i mRRAI 230 Rtpe. 

50 R "Rq/R ^TPJ 14^ ’Rm R7 ’RR^ mRT f I 

T.TTffejT] % TifRfkfR RTRR 4t RRimk % f^TT 'QRTH 4 4^34^ 41 ^FRI t 

:-T km- ■■R7R^-R W 'RkTkrRR "1/T m 36 RP ^ RTR (12) m 7lfR?PR RR Wl W fir %rRl RTCm 
R f'R ^RR I % 3 T^ 4 f^R % ^ -rnTR- RR %' WtR 'RRt fklRRlRT m ml fkTTRT, "fe^R % 3 ipjm 4 r ^ TRRRTi 4 krak i* 

RPTR^”^^^ IRRPR fRRT RRT t, f^rif^cl ^ 4^^ % 44 4t 4 r, RptIRRT m R!R4 i<-H %RtkpT '3MR1['J| 4t 4kt 41 1 f4. RfT. 4 

50 fR.m RR'4” ■RTR%i%R look 50,000 TTRRlt^k'^RfRNRTimB 4 iRTRT (RTR) 4k 100 fk. RT. RT^TTk 3TfRRr%“^” 

RR k: krn 5000 k 50,000 cPPRk TRT 4 RRRTRR RR (m) kUTTR T(%R 50 f^.R. cR7 Rt srfqRffR ^m\ Rlk f 3% ‘'^” 

RR 1 ■ 10 k 2 > lO^RT 5 X 10^, % f ^ kt RRcRRlR RTRF^ ^ f I 

[RR. k. ^^■t57T-2l(67)/2004] 

Rt, R, fR^I<^l, ikkRl RR fklR 
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4'i 4 I 
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New Delhi, the 28th February. 2006 

S.O. 1016. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy’ over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-auiomaiic 
weighing instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of "CW-JP” senes of high accuracy (Accuracy class-ll) 
and with brand name “CAL-WEIGH” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s Cal-Weigh 
Instmments, LIG-B-2()3. A S. Rao Nagar. ECIL Post. Hyderabad“5()0062 and which is assigned (he approval mark IND/ 
09/20(4/457: 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table (op type) 
w ith a ma.ximum capacity of 6kg. and minimum capacity of 25g. The verification scale interval (e) is 50()mg. It has a 
tare dc^'ice with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-scclion (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 5()kg with 
>crification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of I mg to 5()mg and with verfificalion scale 
interval (n) in die range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg or more and with ‘e' value of 1 xlOL 2x loL or 5x ioh 
w here k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with tlie same principles, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has be. 
manufactured. 

IF. No. WM-21(67)/2(L';- 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrolog 
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1017.AA fiT%7T ^ ^ 'm\^ f % 

■'-•feA ('^ 'It '7* jVT^T My m2 3frC '^.1 17:' 2FAtfMl. 1976 ( 1976 mi 60) ^ -^7 -inT ‘TR^ 

•t :- 1987 %,. t s-fr 'RiF Tnimi t fm AFirmr Mr rR ’^‘ Rt Rf'-t'R 

:ATT Ti* ART RRR RR7T ' F'^;!: 

. RT^R, s-m cRi RRT 36 R5t Tq (T) sfiT (g) ^ mr Mr ^ ■gr^ MR 

r^'f Tni RR-m • 203, 'R 'FR 773 ■■>?iTmR -500062 "SRi fMr rmi wi 

R -7t RT’' >iW7 % BTRR"rM, iMFFmRR (MM RRIK) %RfeRTmT, M#.'RiR'<5rR 

(fM Rmi Mr rri Rm t) MfM M: 32^ rr ■#/ 09 /2004/453 trtjMtci fMr rrt t, 'StrMr 



4; %'pt RR RR7R -Ti #7; RR mrmfm (Mr rr wt) Mr rrrrr f 1 Mwtr rrrt 

IR RRcH 100 RT tr ! TR7JTRR ‘RIRRO 3TRTRR (t) R7 RTR 5 RT. f I ^RR M 31I^R^(R4 ^ ■fMTRR ^R 

tiM -RMfptR RRrq t ! tr^.T7i irtrM Mrs (rrt ^ ^) rM Mtr mR»iim ^rMtr '^rrt f 1 RRmoR 230 


10 ^RI tWR RRIR R7 'lA Ar 


IR m RRTR/R % atfRfTRR m/M 7'7 ^mRSTlf % fM MM ^ MM % fM. M Mrr MRI mTURT 


- tT^?4k '2RR MqfRRR M ^iRi 36 '-ft RiRT (12) '^R RRR MM Rt Mr M ^ RS Mw rM 

: :-riMr % ^ RRiR ■ RR M TRi fMMT ^R M IMfr, M M trrM "R, MM 

ffiTTR fRRT RR)' S. fMfM M if: 3^ M M, RrMi M rMtIRB% ■RTRPT ^SRRRRT M Wt M 100 fR. RT. 

^:. ■ A fc’R ! 00 it 10,000 W M M R 'RcRTRR RTWR 3RTTTRT ( RR) M 5 RT. RT TJM 3Tf>TR7 % “ t ” RTR % 
om -Nr -r Tr6='TPiR RTR RftM 70 M.RT RRT RR aifRcfRR ^RRT RT^ f M “ i” RTR 1 x 10 2 -O 0 RT 

'. R'-F'T^A' "R RjRTRRT rMt RT fjm 7: '' fR^rR f I 


[RTT. R. R^TTR-21(67).'2004 ] 


M. R. MrRT, MrRT RTR TrRR 
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New Delhi, the 28ih Februan. 2006 

S.O. 1017.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report siibnutkci lo i! by tlic rnescnlK J 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (sec Uic figure gi\ cn bclo\^ ) is in conlormity ,virii 'h ' 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act. 1976 {60 of 1976) and ihc Standards or Wcigtas and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules. 1987 and the said model is hkcly to mainiain its accuracy o\er periods c! 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conterred by Sub-scclions (7) and (8) of Section .>6 of tiie s.ud Act 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the modal of non-auioriiuii 
weighing instrument (Table top type) with digital ladicatioii of ‘‘CW-TR‘ series of medium accuracy t Accuracy dusv 
HI) and with brand name “CAL-WEIGH” (heretnallei referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s Cal-Wciriu 
Instruments, LIG--B>2()3, A.S. Rao Nagar, ECIL Post. Ky deiabad-500062 and which is assigned ihe appro^ al mark IN!) 
09/2004/458; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-aulomaUc weighing insinimcni nabic u . r. 
with a maximum capacity of 20kg. and minimum capacity^ of lOOg. The \erilication scale interval (e) is .vg it !i,;s a lar. 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates tlw 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 2.30 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply 

In addition lo scaling the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the m.iclm; ' 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Seclion 36 of the said Act, the Cent: at 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the wciguby' 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capaciiy up to 5(.»kg unit 
verification scale interv'al (n) in the range of 100 to 10.000 ibr “e’ value of lOOing to 2g and with verification sea 
interv'al (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with e* value of 1>'10L 2' lOL or 5^ 16 ” 
k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured bv the same manui'acturei m accoro ,: ,, . 

the same principles, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been niaiiui 

|F No. WM-2i(iy6■ 

R A. KRlSHNAMOORniY. Director of Legal Mck .a- ; 
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El. W, 1018.—%^^ 777^ TITteRt ^ *77 ^ TETT^IFT TT t 

9 RfVrl Efec^ ^ ,3TT^ ^■) ^2 ETT EPEE STf^f'PqR, 1976 ( 1976 ^ 60) TT^H ^ 3^17 ET7 ETW 

( Ef-?TiI a.-i yf^m) fTEE, 1987 % ‘37TE^’ % 37^ % EEmi t % 7TOK EEEt EE 37^ ■^' vfl 3EE EfepT 

W«mT E'Tn' TVtPT 3lT7 TE^ EEH EETTT 7;^; 

: m, E {EK, ^EE 3Tf'EfEEE ^ ET7T 36 EE ^ ETE ( 7 ) 3fR ^ ET7T ( 8 ) ?JTI E^ ElfEtTEf EE EETE E17E 

■|T7 iE7-;j ■^:v^y% irpT 3TT| Efr -#r- 203, TT TTTR tTE EE7, 1Et37r^ W, fcRlE]^-500062 II7T f¥^ E^EE EElEcE 

(^V.;|y ri’ i-r'i i {.j ) ^ :gsc^-TE ^ % 37E;ET T^EE 7Tf?7T, ETEElf^, cTTcTE EEEEEI (Ee 4 EEE7 ) % EfecE EE, 

f^77% ETE EE TIE ‘' EEET-'^ ” t ( "SEE ETSPT E^ET EET t) sfR dT^ETEE ^ 7^1 ^709/2004/459 77E^^%E 
EET %, PE-r-rpr i W^I-EE ETTE WI%E EEcft t I 



TEE E'feE EEfR EE ER 7E : %! i) wf EEE7) TWEE 11 ^EEE >EfEEEE7 5i,7EEI 600 

1%. TIT. 3fR -^EEE ^^EET 2 fe. ET. t I 7EETEE EREE .--r{Ff (1) EE ETE 100 ET. t! fTT^' 1)^7 ETEEJeTE fERTEE WT 

EfEETE ^EEErf'EEW ElfW -ET^^I^cEE EETE % 1 WT?! T//PW' r'lEiT (ETE "t ^) W7t ritpR EfTETE TE^f^ ERrE T i TTEETTE 230 
3lh 50 WTIEEf EI7I fE^ ‘SRIPT E7 EEE EW t f 

T?;1PE9 ^f=lT % '5?WE % 3TfMw E1?ltE ETI EERORf % fPfTT E TTEE % fiRT “^IT 7fr7P'.TE MREr t 

:^:T7 ^TrtE 777EE7 T^ arMWE EE ERT 36 ?;’f>7rE >12) glE WE eTeIEI EE WFT 7^ W ERET 

F TE TW -RR'PT % ^ W’l-EE % 3WtE 'STfl W fR’<SR1, "fewi ET /E^RTi; 3% TRT RTET A 

.RRqtfeE WrC El f%EW EET t, f¥Ef%T TTT^ ^'TT % E'E 'cfl RE, EEl’Im #1 E E ^T/di % EtPR IRf^TrE '41 #7 W 5 7^. ET 
■47 q rHw % ‘' J ” EH % 500 ^ 10,000 WETT RE E/EiRE (IRT) SHRiH TlfKE 50 %.TTT, R RIW dTR 50,000 f%.TTT. W 

:;RfEI Er<^ f 3^ “t ’' RH 1 IO ^ 2 >• 10 ^ ET S » 10 % f, Elt EETrW El ETETETE7 ET :?pr ET RTR^ 

a-r 


[EE. 71. 21 (67 :)/2004 ] 

E^. Ti. MW RTE iETTE 
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New Delhi, the 28th Februan', 2006 

S.O, 1018 . —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authorit>\ is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approva’ of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracty^ over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now; therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the modal of non-automatic 
weighing instniment (Platform type) with digital indication of '^CW-PT" scries of medium accuracy (Accuracy class- 
ill) and with brand name '‘CAL-WEIGH” (hereinafter referred to as the sihd model), manufactured by M/s Cal-Weigh 
Instruments, LIG-B-203, A S. Rao Nagar, pCiL Post, Hyderabad-50(H162 and which is assigned the approviil mark IND/ 
09/20(U/459; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) 
w ith a maximum capacity of 600 kg. and minimum capacity of 2 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is l(H)g It has a 
tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting.Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevem the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, m exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section ,36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby^ declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instmment 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg, and up to 1000 kg. 
with vcrfication scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for 'e' value of 5g or more and with 'e' value of 1 x 10\ 
2x10’'. or 5^10*', where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principles, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-2U67)/2(H)4| 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 
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fsr%(TTjffeifl^^'JPRITTten:-wt 
te7 9 te?T nte (te ■?it 5fTT^ ^ -3^(7 -nn oteter, i976 (i976 ^ 60) ct»?t w sfk ^<^7 
(ntel' } ter?, 1987 % t 3ltT ^ ^ ^ t % 73PTCTTT itel Mt 

ni'TT^hTf 7?^, 7te] te teFT -qftetef te 'et^tr wt tei; 

3^1: 3T^, %teT TnRTR, ^ ^IRT 36 ^ ^ *4m ( 7 ) 3fR ( 8 .) ?KT 1T^ VTf%i4f ^ ^ 

Tinte7^'=-77 .1 '3f(7 2 ,te, ^3te^fterT^-w4m extern^-iii) te “7771 

ipT^” 3te7Tite 37wteR efre^H^wcw Ctete WT) %teRnrT, te%#^^Rm‘‘TraTZ '^’’ t 

(fte ^7T^‘ nter nifrt) te fte f%[^ 3^ t^ ■^709/2005/152 fter 'wt, 

'Enrpn-'T:! te ^tr wrte 11 


1 



W7^#:§^3TTRte cite^wrn (9^ci‘+i4 11 37(^1^^ arwi 300 %. 

IJI. 3TR JiRTTn 1 f%. ■TJT. 11 RFRH anrTTTR (^) ^■’TR 50 'fJT. 11 fTW' 'q:^ te-‘1^(rH t teWH "Tm ITteH 

■'Sqn^FRRTrRRT tecT 'El^R f I (TTRi"^) 'ste teR R r^u ilP 11 230 tes. 

50 5v«^'^ ’ETRITRcff RRT t^^'d y^IA '^7 cfj^m f’ | 

T-erter % ■ 550 ^ % ^TfTTter ^ -sq^^rTf % "te; % %q tete Ht ten ^jmprr 1 

■47 %teT 7f{=tiK ^ ■tefte ^ RRT 36 ^ VRl (1 2 ) 31^ ‘Tifte! 'W^ "teT ^ ^ teRI Rte 

t teR % 3T^*te % 3nTRi-‘T5r % stecT te teten ^ Ptori, ‘ten^n % afn te Timr 

-Rite ^ PtMl'Ji ten ■>to t, "teite te 34^7 ^ nt te 5 ttr rt 

^Tr^37f»7R7%“t” RR%te75000^ 50,000 7Rr^^^*77rnmRR('qR) atcRTR77te 50 teTJT. ^ 37ter^fR 300 %.m 
<R 3TfR^7rm ^iiOTcrT f 3f(7 “ ' TTR 1 ><102 'RTS xiO"*, % "f, ^ ?7nT?Rn> "nT 'Rtei "nT ^ RMrjr^l 

tl 

[nn. 77. :5^TTn~2l(71 )/2004] 

it. T7, -pte^, -fRte nn tern 


. - . •N^f < { 


I 1 , ,| H'I'I y- : ■ .H j-l li.I.MlIh . i 
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New Delhi, the 28th Febniaiy, 2006 

S.O. 1019.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report snbmitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity yvith the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Modelj) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to-render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powem conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of “SMP" series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-ill) 
and with brand name “SMART WEIGH” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. M.G. 
Infotech, No. 1 & 2, Vijaishree Complex, P.L. SharmaRoad, Meerut, Uttar Pradesh and which is assigned the approval 
mark IND/09/2005/152; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) 
with maximum capacity of 300 kg. and minimum capacity of 1kg. The value of verification scale interval (e) is 50g. It 
has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates 
the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from the opening of the 
machine for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in e.xercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereb>' declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50kg and up to 1000 kg 
above with verfication scale interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for 'e’ value of 5g or more and with ^e‘ value 
of 1 ^ 10''; 2x10'', or 5x10'', where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principles, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 

[F.No. WM-2U71)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology' 
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■^.3^7. 1020.—%^^ FIP6U fqRjn ^ "^77% % ^ irt Tpqt f [% 

frTt7 pf^T hTscI (^f[^ '37 !'Jv'Ri ) '^\Z 3^7 TTFf Al'1=h 3 t 1>#RFT, 1976 ( 1976 ^ 60) rfsn STR RT7 RrToK' 

(Rfeeit' ^ 3 |HH'!cH) fWT, 1987 % t 3Tk IFf ^ ^ FT^^ t FFTIrTR TfRET ^ '^T PfeFI 

^5>,n^4rrf RRi'O; 9r(.fV-ircl<Ml ^ y^M ch<cll i^MI; 

3RT:, _3TR, FR^ arfRfWT ^ RRT 36 ^ 3RRRT (7 ) ^Ir ( 8 } ^ Fi^ 1?rf^R1Rf ^ FRTET RR^ 

|1T, TTR-^it R. 1 3fR2, ■^TT^RmfFr^,TR^,^Ff^^f¥^R^RRT2hT(RRTV-tcTTRR-ll) 

RT^ ‘ ’ FR TTR ’ s^’ocll % aTR^Rr FJRR FftfR, arpRRTf^, RIFTR ^aWTH (%RFT FTR RRR7) % RfeeT RR, f^RTRT RT^ RH RR? 
“■RWR” (f%R'^FT^ "fFT^RRRTcl^RRRRfeFTRI^RRT'l') 3fR%^ arjRtRRf^ 3?!^ FR ^/09/2005/151 fRRTTRRT 

%, 37^t^ TpjT^ .T^ ^ 3fR RRnfRR RRRt t 1 



■fey;*''' 



RRR RT^ TTRT 1r^ ■rtRT RR1R RR cfr^ arrRlfe afFRRlf^ RlRIR RRRTRF ( ^RR FTR RR5R RTF) f 1 fFfRR 3TfRRicTR 
^Rmr 15 %. RT. t #7 ^RTRI 50 RT. 11 FIrRm RTTRR 3RRM (^) R7T RTR 1 TH. 11 IFR TiRr 3TTRR^FTR t f^RFRT 

?T?T S^Rl^io “Hqeti^nilcMeh Rlfw aTT^<^g^C1'1 RRTR% I ychi^^i <jw4«n €l<lt-s (F;^ ^) FT^ RlcTR RIWR RTc^fflR RR?n 11 RFRRR 
230 RtcR afk 50 RrRlRcff RRI "fR^ RF Ripf RRRT f I 

■^if^'i 9^<i R^ ^5!iif^ci RR% % arElRcw =hHe'^«l oqq^Kl' %R^TTR R?f iRtFTR ^ FRFR % fcTF; ^ f^Ri 

RTRRTI 

afR FRR1R RRR arfRfWT Rit RRT 36 ^RRT (12) ^ RTIrR^ RR FT^F ^7^ IF RF R I F'^i ! RRFT 

t RRR PfSd % ar^RtFR % fFf WR-RR % aRpk ftfHHldl ^ fP^SI-d, "feRT^ % ar^FIR 3^)7 FIFmT ErFFT 
3FJRlfq(1 hTsctI fqfdWd f^Ri M^Hl't’, fqpiftcl 3^1 ^^<s(cril %'^'^'^R5, RRrIrT 3^t7RR4RTFTR%RlFTR3RRRR ^'^fR'RT 1 fp. 171, ^ 
50 Ir. ITT. cTR7“’t” RTR%f^ 100 50,000 RRTRTt^-^' PA1IHH HiMHH aRTFIFT (FR) F#TT 100 fR.m RT RFTR 37fRR1 % “f’ 

HM % Rif 5000 50,000 RR) R?!'^^' FfcRTRRRTRRTR aTcTFTRT (F/T) Fri%R 50 ■fe.TTT. RR7R^T srfRRRTR yPRIRT^ R afp; RTF 

1 10^ 2 X lO^RTS X 10 ^ % f, ^ RHIcPchRT \ 


[R7. FT. ^^Tn^-2 1(71 )/2C04 j 
■^. F. fRFTFf^, fF^FlRT, f^RRT RTF iRRFf 
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Hew Delhi, the 28th Febniaiy, 2006 

S.O. 1020.—Whereas the Centml Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval -of Moctels) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-seaions (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the modal of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of “SMT” series of high accuracy^ (Accuracy class-il) 
and with brand name. “SMART WEIGH” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/'s. M.G. 
Infotech, No. 1 & 2, Vyaishree Complex, RL. Sharma Road, Meeiut, Uttar Pradesh and which is assigned the approval 
maikINDA)9/2005/151; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top ripe) 
with a maximum capacity of 15kg. and minimum capacity of 50g. The ^fication scale interval (e) is Ig. It has a tare 
device with a 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (I-ED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 \blts and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 


Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of t^e said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of Img to 50mg and with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg or more and with "e' value of 1 x 10^ 2x U)*", or 5x U)*", 


where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principles, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. ’• 

[F, No, WM-21(71)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 
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•324^ f^ ^f%T tTScT (^ ^ ^JTPjrfir ^ Tm 1976 ( 1976 ^f 60) ^ TN ■RFfSP 

(AT^’ ^ 1987 % t afh: ^t f% ^7 rtr tpiW -m ■^' »# 3^ 

^Ti wTf ^ T wr Ttni? 

^•^T?T: -^^T^TTWr, (7) ^ (8) ^^^ 

%Tct 16 «prmr^5Vi1 ■^-625001 ^ 

“^T^-410” »|WfT % ^ ^TW ‘' ’’ t 

(f^ jm ^7?^^ ^ ^ t) ^ ^T^/09/05/626 TTT^^^T t%^ t, 

Wn?--q^ ^ 3i^ -S R ^ri ^ ^--{m t I 

31Tff^ ^’) f^frfn HR37mri^ (%^ I-?^ 

orfWTR HRRTT 30%.m 3?t7^RRH^ 100 TTH 11 TRHm RTTOT afcRM (f ) ^ HR 5 T1TR t! ^' 3R^R^-gf^ t 
Ri^ch! ^ yfcl VH ^HTR t i TO?T 8rH44> ^5]%g (T^-^ ^ rft^R Rf^JITR WT11 

3H'<+.('^I 7 50 ~T:^ 3iR 50 3ir7R?ff RR KR R7 ^ ■SfRtTT t \ 



FTTtnrn % ^sTNr % TTlt'f ^ZTWP^ % fR7 ^ TRR % RT^-^ Ht %RT WTfT I 

4> i 7-■• ?>:? R7TR ^ 36 RH TT- HRT ( i 2) sJRT 7}^ Trf^rTqf ‘^T TTFt ^ ^ ■^T^TT 'SRtft t % 

7 : 4 ?! Rfe^ R % T<7 W> 3WTrr 3Rf M^RTcTT W\ ^ %Sm, % 3RJRR ^ Wm f^RP^ ^ 

3RJRTf!:-; Rr?ro; RT -f^qr 'Tf? t, ^ RQRT % ^ FT ■^, RRTTS'-Rn 3fR ^fWrH % rRR ^SWRT # 

100 tR."F 71 .' TF’-H ?f^ “ ■? " RH % 100^10,000 IRI % ^51 t? ‘RIRm RFR>T-^ ■;?; vTrrR (IR) 5 RTR RT •STThRI 

% ■' I ■ ■ t: - r R 0?,-n7 jqq 7^ 10,000 ilR ^ ^ TRTRR HI9HM ^tcRlR (TR ) 7#ff 50 f^ VJ W^ ;Rfw^RR SIR^ ^ f 31^ 
“i" MR 1 iO'7 2 10'*' RI 5 X 10'^' % I 

[Rvl. R. F^ TTiT-21 ( 72 )/2005 ] 

T. -iT. RR fWT 
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New Delhi, the 28th Fd)ruaiy, 2006 

S.O. 1021, —Wliereas the Central Govemmenl, aller considering the report robinilted to ilb> tiie j/. e^rribcc 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conform^ix with the 
provisions of the Sumdards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now’, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of nOn-auioinair (TaDle 
top type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “ES-410” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-! )i) and 
with brand name “ATWAY” (hereinafter referred to as the ,said model). manufactured by 
M/s. Adha%'an Electronics. 18, K.J.R, Complex, 16. Dhanapp?imudali Street. Mumbai-625001 and which is assigii-. d the 
approval marie rND/09/0 5/626. 

The said model (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automalic wcigliuig 
instiument (Table top type) with a maximum capacity of 30 kg and minimum capacity of 100 g The verification scale 
interval (e) is 5 g. It has a tare deface with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect The Light Kmii ting Diode 
(LED) display indicates the weighing results. The instnimeut opemtes on 230 Volts, and 50 Hcri./’: alternate current 
power supply; 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
(jovemment hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing in: itiuuent 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg with vei hi 'urc-u scale 
interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for 'e’ value of 100 mg to 2 g or with verification scale interv al (n) In li;' range 
of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e' value of 5 g or moie and with ‘e’ ^’alue of IxlO*^, 2x10*" or 5x k being !lic no-siluc or 
negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufadurer in accordance wiJh the !.irii'ciple. 
design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured 

}F No. WM-2L 72V200V 
R A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of legal Mcuoio ' 
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W.3ir. 1022.— 

3^ 3TTf?f^ "RTT arfMf™, 1976 ( 1976 ^ 60) W W ■RTT -qTW 

(■RT^'^ 3TTfe) 1987 %3T5^ t f^cFTTcTRIT^^ mI -3^ TfeT 

7#nT 3Tk Tt^I; 

^■. (7) ^ 3^-«IRr (8) 

# l8%^'3TR^1x^<;t^, 16 '*T^-625001 ^f¥^TT«q»T W«I?TT (W«I?TTt^-III) 

t (f^ ^1T^7r^<T ■JTfe^ t) 3ftT «T1^ T|5 ■^/09/05/627 W t, 

wd sfiT yobiTvid qR^t 11 

■Rife'fl ^ ^ 'HK armrfcT wi^) % i arf^iwT ^nrm 

iooofT.Tn. t ofR 4 fe.m t i ^qrwT airnH (•^) 200 tift% i 3n il^^<rH w( 

^?RT ojp^^TTTrW^a,- tirfer t i W7T <ioH4«b ^SPTte i ■^) 41^ -qfr^ WT 11 34«=t><»J ! 

230 ^ 50 TT^'ff mj W-^T ^ 11 



3?f^Tf^q^?-Tro36 ^^-^(12) ^ Vl[4^4! ^ftjr,-q^ % 

'tfer % 3 Et4tti % % 3T?Ff?f 3#f^1¥4rn ^gm 3 #ftrsm, wrdt bt-w 

<3iT^TfeT T{f5^ i;?7i t^fTTr ^ t, ^ 4^. ■^qr^m «hi4Hicrn % 41 # 

5 TTf.qr 37 m 3Tfw‘‘f'''^%f^50o^ io>ooo H i M TFigRTTT^ (Trq) 50f^.Tn. ^gifqqrgfh: 

5000 fqr.TTT. cfTT 3TfqjRFT ^^tTciT f 3^ “ "f ” Tfpf 1 x 10^, 2 x 10^ qi 5 x 10^ % f, # qHI^«=*j qi 7te«llrM<+» T’iN' 
qi7P7%<iH^^eq^i 

[q!T. U :3:5^-l^q-21 ( 72 )/2005 3 

qt. TT. Iqfqq^qiq fq^ 
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New Delhi,, the 28th Fdjruary. 2006 

S,0. 1022.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of self indicating, non¬ 
automatic (Platform type) weighing instrurnent with digital indication of “ES-510” series of medium accuracy 
(Accuracy class-III) and with brand name “ATWAY” (herein after referred to as the said model), manufactured by 
M/s. Adhax^an Electronics, # 18, K.J.R. Complex, 16, Dhanappamudali Street, Muduiai-6250()1 and which is assigned 
the approval mark IND/09/05/627; 

The said model (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based weighing instrument with 
a maximum capacitv of 1000 kg and minimum capacity of 4 kg. The verification scale interval (e; is 
200 g. It has a taie device with a 100 per cent subtractive retain^ tare effect. The Light Emitung Diode (LED) display 
indicates the weighing results, the instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply; 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of ^proval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg and up to 5000 kg with number of verification scale interval (n) in 
the range of 500 to 10,000tor ‘e’ value of 5 g or more and with ‘e’ value of lx 10*^, 2x 10^" or 5x lO*", k being the positive 
or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same 
principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(72)/2005] 
P. A. KRJSHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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^ ^#RT T:^fSK (^ ^ TJ^ 3TP|7f^ ^') W ^fR TTpRi STNwt, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) TT^IT W >3^ ^RTW 

3^5^!^) f^, 1987 % % 3Tp^ t 3?R ^ ^ ^ TTMFRf f % mifTR ^T^iRl ^ ^ '3^ 

-q^irsihr 7#n7 wjsf?T ir^ tot 

■3T?T: 3T^%^FRTO 3TMTO’<?ii ^36^'^-«TTTr (7) 3?R ^-^HTl (8) ^ 17^?rfTOf ^TO 
■^Fppf ■RrSTPT 7%F^ -SIT^ ^Tf^^--qRe 'TOT^.A'( f^) %7N-673638 ^ 3^ ^«TTsfcTT 

^ (^«1T«TcrT''^-II) ^‘*Trq^^'' -^TTOTJ^ #|lT 37Fri?Ff?T(T rft^ f%?1% 

t 3^f^ 3T5^f%f^37TfT^:^/C9/2005/760 7T^^ 

fro t, 'arjJTRr^ ^ 3ik ■s^>rf^ to# f i 

TO W?, ‘m ^ 3TTtnft?T ^r^TOTO TTTO) '•3^r^,<'n f I 3#1TO1 300 ITT. 

t 500 f#, TTW11 HFTO^WTFf^TOrT (^) ^TTFTFT 10 f#. TTFlt l^‘ T[^NF^^F'Tt t^raRTI T^RT 

^STO)CPTT?*T^ ^TTRtT 31T.#^6FT IT^TTRf I fclf^S I^T^cTTglRte (1TRI7#^) Wt Tfl^ ^ifFOTR' ^Tm 1 1 TFTTOl 230 

3#T 50 Srqn^ff TOf^TTT^FTTOfTOfr tl 



AiTpOin % tl5^T=6’1 % 3<rflf<cK1 ■#?!# # HT 1 to "BTTTTTTTI 

^rtr fr^jr "3^ ^rfR^Rp? ^ttu 36 ^tri ( 12 ) ?ttt 'srrt ^ trtft to# to tot# #■ 1^ 

<f®W ^I'SCI ^ %ir y ^ 3#R#T vf'Hl f^f^plcll ^Kl >3^ f^^lO, ^ ^T^TTR ■3#7 <5Ai ^TR#t #, f^RT# ^A6 

^T^Rtfro TO froW fro tot f, M#f#?T to# #TO ^«tt8#tt afR TOhrm % fftror toto^ ^ # 

100 f*T.m# 50,000TOTTO ‘'^’’TOT%f^ 1 #r. TOT# 50fTO#!TOTOT% ^#TTOmTORrH3#RTeT (TO) ^ 100 
#R#TOT ■^TT TOT# arfror % TOT 5000 # 50,000 TOT^#5T # TOTOFT TOT atTOTO (TO) FI%TT 50 %.m cTTO^ 

arfroror ^TTOT^f a#^ toti x io^ 2 x io^ ■?tt 5 x io^ % f,#t totttotri TOWTro-'j^’^TT^^TO^f 1 

[TO #.^TOJ^TO-21( 135)72005] 

#. 1T. 'fTOP^, f##TOr, Wt^ tot f^TOT 
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New Delhi, the 28th Fd)ruary, 2006 


S.O. 1023.—^Whereas the Central Govonment, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 


Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government her^ issues and publishes the certiftcate of aH)roval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of “MZX’ series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) and with 
brand name *‘M£EZAN” (herein after referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Meezan Electronic Scales 
Pvt. Ltd., Kodangad, Kondotfy-Post, Malappuram (Dt), Kerala-673 638 and which is assigned the approval marie IND/ 
09/2005/760; 


The said model (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell lased non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with a maximum capacity of 300 g and minimum capacity of 500 mg. The verification scale 
interval (e) is 10 mg. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent suNractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternative current power 
supply; 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg and with number of verification 
scale inverval (n) in the range of 100 to 5000 for ‘e' value of 1 mg to 50 mg and with number of verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mg or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x lO*", 2^ lO*" or 5x lO'', 
k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufectured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(135)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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28^5^1. 2006 

■3^ ■^fSm '•fer ^ 'ni ^‘) w ith^ i976 (1976 ^ 60) ^ w 3?^? ■*tn 

(■RTScff ^ 1^, 1987 % W«ff % t afft^ ^ ^ "HWIT f % WimR 11^ ^ 31^ 

T#TT afh: -qftfTsiW 


m: a?^%^77T5BH; ■3^3Tf¥^^tim36^3?-*im (7) ^ (8) SRTR^ ^ MRVi ^ 

■'fhsTR =hlSJTr<, (f^) %T^-673638 SRI TT^m W«fm 

^ R^-III) ^'i aj^^ytifcm nlci’i •anehi'^i/HvIl'i (i«<'dl zn? j<«m<) % hT>S^ 

farFT%?rf^R?T^‘*'RtaTH'' t (W'5Ff^‘FI%’7?^Fi;'3^RTS^^RRTt) a(n^ RR ■^/09/2005/761 

TRT TFn^-'R^ a^ "Sf^prf^ "t" I 


■ 3 ^ RifecI f^^fd x«t»K ’TR aiTTRffer aiRR^pf^ (i«<cr1 HR x«m<) niciH % I '>ir^«f>a*i ^ndi 30 

f^.TTT. af?tT ?^nR17 100 THR^ I WnT^RRRPi aRRRT ('^) ^RH 5 RTR ^ 1 aR^q^ci’l ’^RT xln^fid 

RlficT atrr ^R^^d RRmt I RR^IIR HM^ffra wit l HMoh^’Jl 230 

afh: SO RRT RR3T f i 



THlpcm % aTf?lfW R#RR^t RRH^ % f^ - 5 ^ RtcIRR? ^ ‘f^RT ^STTRR I 

aiiH%^RW1['32RT3TfRf^RftRRT36Rrl^-RRT(12) SRT R5I M'^Vl ^ 1% 

RTS^ % ar^ite % ^ wn-RR % artRf^ ^ f^Mdi ^ Ps^i^h % atr^RR afftr h# faRR^ 

ar^Rt^T RT^ RR 1 ¥tW RRT f, f^Pdl^d ^ ^ ■^, RRTsfm affh Rn^HleR % •HRRROT Rt '# 

100 fR.RT.-^ 10,000 RRW “^” RH%f^ 100 fR. TRR 2 RTR'cTR?% RTRRRRTRRR aRRl^ (RR) afft^5 TRR RT 
aTf^% RH%%t^500 10,000 WRJt^^'R^RmRRRHafRRI^ (-q^T) "RI^R 50 %.m‘cTRTRjt aif'il^KTR ^FRTtRT^ 

f a(iH RH 1 X 10^, 2 X 10^ RTS X 10 ^ % f, ^ RR TfR4 7 RT dt Rl TR<=h ' RT ^ % RR^rM f I 

[ R^. R. ^^TTcr-21 ( 135 )/2005 ] 
Rt. 1^. Pi^^f), MiRT RR ^il?TR 


P.I...II I * i.i 
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W^TT^m:'RT4l8, 2006/W^ 27, 1927 

New Delhi, the 28th Fd)niaiy, 2006 

S.O. 1024.—Whereas the Central Govenunent, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights ^d M^ures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied concOtions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the (Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non*automatic (Table 
top type) weighing instrumem with digital indication of “MZT’ series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-IU) and 
with brand name “MEEZAN” (herein after referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Meezan Electronic 
Scales Pvt Ltd., Kodangad, Kondotty-Post, Mal 2 y)puram (Dt), Kerala-673 638 and 'which is assigned the approval marie 
IND/09/2005/761; 

The said model (see the fi^re given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with a maximum capacity of 30 kg and minimum cecity of 100 g. The verification scale 
interval (e) is 5 g. It has a tare device with a 1(X) per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternative current power 
supply; 





In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36. of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make accuracy and performance of same seri^ with maximum capacity up to 50 kg and with verification scale 
inverval (n) in the range of 100 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mg to 2 g or with verification scale interval (n) in the range 
of 500 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of 5 g or more and with ‘e’ value of ixlO^', 2x10*^ or 5xl0\ k being the positive or 
negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in acco^'dance with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(135)/2005] 
P. A KRISHNAMCX)RTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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^ 28 wrft, >006 

W ^TSrT 'Jfef ^ Tj^ ^') W 3^tT 'JTN 3-Tf?iTf5T^, 1976 ( 1976 ^ 60) 'nssiT W 3fl7 ilFT 

'm OTJ^te) IWT, 1987 t #T TT^imT t 1^ cFTRTR 'JRtn ^ Tf Hi ^5^ 

W«rCTi 7^ T#HT ^ ^JTcn 'triT; 

3T?T; 3T^.%^ 37f«f1wf ^ 36 ^-'^-^•TRr (7) 3fk (8) ^ Tlfelf ^ 'SPTIR ^ fR, A^ 

'TNtH 7%^ =6l4'9!c;, 'RT^rT^R (f^) %T^-673638 ^ "Rm W»f?lT w\ 

(R5^«^rn ^-III) ^ ' ‘rr %5- rT' sfwiT % 3TR)R? T^RR "R^R 3T^"RT%R cft^ ^H^<»I /R#R (-^ gwf RW) % "Rfe^ RR, 

1^iTR%7ri^RRRTR*‘'R|RTrT’’ t (f^ TR^'RT^^RR RT^ WTRT t) sfk f^ 31 3TT^ RR ^709/2005/762 

RR^^^ RRT t, ^TJRRIR RRFF-RR "SITtr afR y=f>lfV!c! RRRI f I' 

a=w *iT-sci (Rt% ■^^t'R^ 'aH'^fd '^7^^) R^'^Fi yR>l< RR'^^ aTTRTfRT •ait^lHlfciO old'l <JH=t><«i ^ I •arf^^ciR 81RcTT 
1000 f%.m t afR -^idR ^TRRT 4 T^ilrfl'yiR f I RrMlHi RIMRH ai?RT^ (f) RJT'Rn200 RfR 11 TJcfT 37T^lR^eH I^RH 

7Rf '<S1q'^el'1lrH=h Rlfel aiT^^^'d'1 RRTR% I viw4=t) Gi^Is (R?T'^'^) R?^ old'l ^R^IIM =h<flf % I -5>3^7^ 

230 afR 50 RcRFmf KTRl R^ R7 RTRI RRcH f I 



TerWr R?t Rsn^ % arl^iw rtur >at^ 7 Rf% % TfteiR^ A\ rth^ i 

afR fRcfji^ ^-SRT RRT 36 ^1 3R-RHT (12) ^ R^^iRwrI' ^RRRTRR^fR.'^^frWWtt 1^ 

w Rfs^ % ar^jRVi % w RRFT-RR % aRrRr ^ ■ 37 ft fksm. •fe^rr^R % 3T^;7TR ^ TTOt rrr 

aj^Rtf^ir Rfs^ ;:FT fRRfnr RR< f, jMRl% 3RI ^^6”, RRT»f?TT 3^^ Rr4rMR % RRTT 'RRRRRT ^ "STt 

500 fcr ^ 10,000 I^.RfR RRT ' 'f RTR % 1^ 5 RR RT arfRR? % HrMlHi RPI aTcRI^ (T^R) 71%^ 50 1^. RT. 

-OOOf^.RT. RR7Rit3|fRcF?n7 ^TRRTRT^f 3lt7 RTRlxlO^ 2'<10^ RTSxlO^ % f, "Rt RRTRTRiRT3gon?RR7‘T^'^ 

■V- ' rL;'..- - - '-3^ 

-•i V^C■S^ ; 


[R5I. 7T. ^^RR-21 (135)72005] 
Rt, TT. <^bu||*p, Ir^:?!^, iRf^ RTR IrRFR 


[^II—-arns- 3(u)] 


^ Tf^m :W^ 18, 2006/W^ 27, 1927 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1025.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of the self indicating, 
non-automatic (Platform ^pe) weighing instrument with digital indication of “MZP” series of medium accuracy 
(Accuracy class-III) and with brand name “MEEZAhT’ (hereinafter referred to as the said inodel), manufactured by M/ 
s. Meezan Electronic Scales Pvt Ltd., Kodangad, Kondotty-Post, Malappuram (Dt), Kerala-673 638 and which is 
assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/762; 

The said model (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based weighing instrument with 
a maximum capacity of 1000 kg and minimum capacity of 4 kg: The verification scale interval (e) is 200 g. It has a tare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply;. 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of the same series with maxim u m capacity above 50 kg and upto 5000 kg and with number of verification scale inver\ ai 
(n) in the range of 500 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x 10*^, 2x 10'^ or 5x lo'", k being the 
positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

% 


[FNo. WM-21(135)/2005| 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrolojy 
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"3^ ^ 3TT^ ■^') ^ TTR 1976 (1976 ^60) W "^13 3^^ 'JTR 

( +iT-scn1 1%^, 1987 % 31^^ 3Tk^ ^FTl?nT IRln ^ 3T®lf%T ■^' "5^ "qf g<H 

■wsfm Tiirn ■^' 

^111136 •^3^-<iro (7) (8) SRI ^ 3PiPT ^ 

3i'<rii«< ^lyrn®! W^, 3.1^/5, ^FT^ '5^, 31^-400604, OTfqflfERT *j ' ^<rtl % gFFcF 

^-q-i fk^ < I % nUd ■^, f^rFr%'5iT^‘^3FT*‘3r^i3[^^’* t (1^^ hTs^tI ^51 *i4it) 3fri[ 

3n^ T^^709/2005/461 Wgr-Tl^"gn^ 3^^FT^t I 



3^ -tfei t 3T^^^;q^^#iT •^rNr tffr % itf^rfegr tffer ^ f i 

^ffV^fKTR "9^ 45 Ci1<i< «fq fF3S"t I TI% 3^7TH^% T^"'1?^ ^"t I"fe^ TiFFR 

^it I 5 3T^-^?[qT3lfv^fj?m'>J^6 3T?|?f‘^t lOfF. cter'ill !4<i6iyi •3? ^ ' qf ' '» 5 | 4)5 

>r^r?f wrm 3 q?^ffRT wr 1 1 ■^‘ ■sTTfwr 1 1 3 tow 230 3 ?[^ so MW i qcff mt 

sm m ^ 3?T3r 11 

* I ^<i ^ ^ ^rfnRiki *i1if<M ^ 3^ ^'icrll?^S f^^^SITRnT fllP+j 3'^‘ 'OST^^* % 

•^■ 5 ypbd SWIIR, e<f^M ^:si <1 3Tlf^% 3T3^3^*'qft«f?h 

H %2T v5\j , 


[^. ■5^T^*?-21 (161 )/2005] 

i\. i;. fFaJlFjf^, ■f¥^ ■*TR 1WT 







[viFTH—3(ii)] 


18, 2006/'?^!^ 27, 1927 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1026.—Whereas the Central Government, after oonsidering (he report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of Dispensing Pump with 
digital indication of “EAE-HL” series with brand name “Aplab-ExceJ” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), 
manufactured by M/s. Aplab Limited, Aplab House, No. A/5, Wagle Industrial Estate, Thane-400604, Maharashtra and 
which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/461. 



The said model is dispensing pump with digital display with five piston type positive displacement meter. 
The maximum flow rate is 45 Litre per minute. It has preset device for money and volume. The display is of liquid 
crystal display (LCD) type. The maximum volume display is in 5 digits and price display is in 6 digits. The smallest 
di^lay is 10 ml. The instmment qrerates On 230 V, 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. It has an electro-mechanical 
totalizer. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing is also done on the Metering unit and totalized to prevent 
the fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle, etc. 

[F. No. WM-2l(16l)/20051 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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■^f%T wsm ^ i976 (i976 ^ 60) 7T«n ^ ■*ift ■rpt^ 

ar^jfr^) fwT, 1987 % wrtrf %3T5^t 'ft 

^gfm TiiTT ^ HRI ^grf^' q ' y ^ 31^ 'sbiitt 

ar^^TR •^T^, T 1^5, '5^, ^-400604, HSKI"^ ^ % 

t) ^709/2005/462 TRM-'»R^ ^ tT 4>iryM wt t ^ 



Hlsd T3;2F fey^qn?^ t Wft^'5RRR%Ft1^Tf^fSFr^^7#3'»te^f I 

3Tf^=hO*l WF45 crlVi’yRt "5^’’1 ^^ Dtifid "SRiR 

^tl^fTte?RWF ■'TRT 5 3f5Bf 1T«n 3Tftl4>flH *i<rM 6 •^' 11 10 1 h. I 9c6 f?T ^v4«6 5 l 4)g 

■JT^ hRuiim ^)T?n t i <iVdli^< 'SHRjqd 11 ■3TRW 230 ^*1^ ^ 50 ^ 

3r?R-qi: ^5pTm 11 

wiPhm a^R1R^^ mI^Ro ^ difa 8>^' ftqqgKl* % 

g l ^OR . -grf ^O mR^I^H 

^f^RTTT%i 

[■qq. U’55^^-21(161 )/2005] 
■^. ■f^jRpP’RFT IWT 







[MFTii—3(ii)] 


18, 2006/MileiXi 27, 1927 
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New Delhi, the 28th Fd)ruary, 2006 

S.O. 1027.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given beiow) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model Dispensing Pump with 
digital indication of “EAE-HL" series with brand name “Aplab-Excel” (herein after referred to as the said model), 
manufactured by M/s. Aplab Limited, Aplab House, No. A/5, Wagle Industrial Estate, Thane-400604, Maharashtra and 
which is assigned the approval mark 11^/09/2005/462; 



The said model is a dispensing pump with digital display with five piston type positive displacement meter 
The maximum flow rate is 90 Litre per minute. It has preset device for money and volume. The display is of liquid 
crystal display (LCD) type. The maximum volume display is in 5digits and price display is in 6 digits. The smallest 
display is 10 ml. The instrument operates on 230 V, 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. It -Has an electro-mechanical 
totalizer. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing is also done on the Metering unit and totalized to prevent 
the fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuitdiagram, 
working principle etc. 

[F. No. WM-21(16l)/200.5] 
R A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrolog>' 
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^ -tI tli') W 3flT ttr ttt^ srftrf™, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) 1T8?T W 3^ TIN 
f^PTF, 1987 % % '3T5^ t 3Tk W ^ ^ f crI'IMK IT^T ^ »Tt t#5^ 

T#nT 89^=W "^STT T^; 

3T(T;, 3T51 ti<'=hi<, "3^ ^TRI36 '^'3^-^ITTr (7) 3^ (s) SR( ^ y-nVi 

14/1, 3<<i>5|^ HJK, , %^-600 094 |TO"3^^81T«f?TT ^ (^«TTskT^-II) ^ “l^ 

1^ 31R” »^<3rr1l % <l[^a 3l^-c)|[VlO TTI^TT >3H«h<.'^l (i«(C1 <iTH y'^K) % hT'S^TI nis ^ '11*1 

t 3flTf^3Tgife 1^311^1^ 1^/09/2005/81 O^FFTJ^f^feTTTTt, 

3T5H^3 'strI 3fht 'srapnfer ■^Rcfl 11 

Tfe^ (■=#% ^ 3TTf?f^ ^’) ^ ^rmrftci aRT^rf^ ^ ^) ?Tt^ 

394>IU| t IW^arf^^FfTR^mraOfeTTT. t ^RRTT40TnRt I ^rt\m *IIHHH 3RRT^ (’t) ^RPT2 'SnRt 1'?^^' 

3TT^'4(t,<rH t W ^IlftcT 37T^l*1cldH I 3r^^4> Sl4lS (T^'f 1^) HfZ^R 

3rqRfc/5fR?T] 11 39<=h<»l 230 a?iT 50 ycMHcff «1RT 31^ T? ^Rcn 11 





■'^3 % ^s^l<=fi’i % aiRiRtw R^fbf '+43^'j{ cst^q^ii)’ % <gl^ri^ <lc6^ % ^ f^iRT 'JIH^.mi i 

aflT%^'R^^3^aif«rf^^«nTT36^'3R-tTRT(l2)?RI y f ^ ’ ti ' ? r to i f ^3HTT^ fR, ^^Rlw Wlt 1^ 
■ 3 ^ hT-sc'I % % "fR 1snTR-R5f % aio'ia 3^ [qpi*ilcii 'SRI "3^ RiaRiiI, fe'iii^'i % ar^RR afV^ atil RIRtD DiR^ 3=w 

ar^Rtfer rjt f^Rf^ fer rrt t, I^M^ra ^ wsf^rr aflr rr4rrrt % ^rrrtjt ^ islt 

1 Ir.RT.'^ SOlR.-mRTRF "^"RTR%f^100'^ 5000iRF% ^■^‘•RI^TTRRaiRRRT (t^) aflT100lR.'5nRRT3R^aff^% 
RTR%f^5000^ 50,000 TRF^^'^'RI^TTRRRTRaTRRM (T^) Rf^ 50 1%. TIT. TTRT^aTftfWT ^{Rm-sn^f 3^ "i" 
RTR1 X 10^ 2 X 10^ RT 5 X 10^ % f, ^ %1HlcR<^' RT ^uncHch ^ RHjicR f I 

[R5I. R. ^^1^-21 C 222 )/2005] 
■^. T rH^VI<=h, 1¥^ RTR fR^ 
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N\.vv IX ihi» the 2Sth FdHuaiy, 2006 

S.O. 1028.—Whereas the Ceittrjd Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model desci ilxsd in the said rqxm (see the figure given beiow) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Pleasures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by shb-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic wei^ng 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of “NHR” series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-11) and with 
brand name “NELCO” herein after referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Kiri Scales, 14/1, New West 
Street, Awai Nagar, Choolai Medm Chennai-600 094 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/810; 

The said model (see tlie ftgure given below) is a strain gau^ type load cell based non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum cecity of 40 g. The verification scale 
interval (e) is 2 g. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 \blts and 50 Hertz alternative current power 
supply; I 





In addition to sealing the stan^ii^ plate sealing shall also be done to prevent tlie opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the pow ers conferred by sub-sectibn (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government herd>y declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make and performance of same series wi^ maximum cecity upto 50 kg. and with number of verification 
scale inverval (n) in the range of 100 to 5000 for 'e' value of Img to 50 mg and with number of verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for “e” value of 100 mg. or more and with ‘e’ value of 1^10^, 2x 10^ or 
5x 10‘‘, k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in 
accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 

[F.No. WM-2l(222)/20051 
P. A. KRISHNAMCX)RTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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1029.—%^ yrfM^hiO ^ ^ 

hTs^tJ ("^ ^ "Ti 3TT^ ■^') ^ 2Rh Tnq 3Tf*#m, 1976 (1976 ^60) TT^T WZ 3^^ ^ t?P 15F 
^ 1987 % % 3^3^ % 3ik'5H ^ ^ t ^■n^R ^ ^ 

^«n4di 71^ qf<Rr*MRi qT '^q’^cw kr 7^; 

37?T: 3T^ ■3q^T3lf4fqqH^qnT36qit'3q-qnT(7) -Slh: '3q-qRr (8) 5HI Vlf^qf ^ Hq1*l 'gT^, 

14/1, 3T^'qTH, %=1^-600 094 ('q«Il4^ 

^Tt^'TORtfr %'RfS^qiT, f 

(f^Fi^'';^q?^3q?Tqf5^qjmqqTt) 3^h: 37 t^ i3[q '^/09/2005/8i i 

■jRpq-qq 3^h: yobif^w 11 

qTfed ('04 'sTi'jifn y<tJiiq>T HR 3I|fcIin,a STPT^Tf^Rf ("^^HqJFf % f^fR «D'^!rln f^tf.) 

<ft^n % I arfi^q^ ^rctt 300 13^yT'=^^q?m 2 mq 11 •Rcqmqiwr 3 ttot (if) qn^Bioo um 

t i'?^T^3ii^q^dq'5^t «qq«t>dHiw=h qTfcT3n^q^^’5r»imt I qqjm'dw^eh 

Tfl^ qftufm y % 1 -iHchiui 230 aifk so jic^Hdl qRT^^q^qrqjr^qRmt 1 



^<i % ^ ®TfMtq?T rttH qst qjqs^ % f^ «lci^ ^ <|on^ % f^ 4t F^qi ^i^mi i 

3?h: W'tiii i5«M 3qf4f^ q>t qnr 36 qit ’^q-qro ( 12 ) ?Rr toi ^ 31%t ■q?‘4VTJn qRtft t % 

4'*^ Rfsi?! % %"5^ "JRM-qq % 3ia4n 341 341 (ti^in, % •ar^^nT '3^h[ 34^ 

4Tsci qiT fqqW fqjqr qqr fqfqf^cr 341 ^ocii ^ ^4 41^ ^qr, q®n4cn 3 ^ 11 ; ‘♦>i4mici’i cilci^ 3H«t><.*^i '41 

som'qr'3H43Tf^% * * ^ * * rr % %r 500 -410,000 ^ 4* ^icqiq^ -Rf^ 5of^.Tn.'43rt4q>3ih:iooo 

%m ^qJI^TfWR ^FTfTT^t 3f^ ‘*i** RRI x 10^, 2 x 10^ qiS x 10^'% f, 41 qHl^eh^T 7te«lltH«4) ‘iu)[et> 
%qw3Rrf I 

[qq. 4. ^S52J^-^q-21 ( 222 )/2005] 

41. R. ^nsDlRjfcT, 1^?|4), fqfvqr qiq •fqgpT 
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New Delhi, the 28th Fd)ruaiy, 2006 

S.O. 1029 . —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
|»‘ovisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Mo^ls) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Ontral Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the mo^l of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (conversion kit for platform) with “NCT’ series belonging to medium accuracy (Accuracy class-lll) and 
with brand name “NELCO” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Kiri Scales, 14/1, New 
West Street, Awai Nagar, Choolai Medu, Cheimai'600 094 and which is assigned the ^rproval maiic 1ND/D9/2(X)5/811; 

The said mo^l is a strain gauge load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (conversion kit for 
platform) with a maxiinum cs^acity of 300 kg and minimum cecity of 2 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 100 g. 
It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the 
weighing results. The instrument cqrerates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply; 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the C)entral 
Govemmoit hereby declares that this cenificate of approval of the said mo^l shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg and up to 1000 kg with 
number of verification scale inverval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 50g or more and with “e” value 
1 xlO^, 2xlo>‘ or 5x 10*‘, k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(222)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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1030.—%^ yrry«hRl snr "3^ fHt^ xr ^ TRimn ^ rri t f% 

TTW ^rfSnr RTSi?f ^ ■qrq ■rtw aprfRfWr, 1976 (i976 ^5160) w qre -qT^TqT 

( qJT 1987 %'3XRqf % 3fT5?eT«Ft ST^T ^ ^ f % ^THT^K "aRtn qit 

R8n«f3T ^ ^ 3W ^Rfn tIri; 

3TcT:, 3m%^'?Rq>R, 7R?T arfVf^ qst qW 36 qjt'^R-qRT (7) 3^1(8) qJT 

^armpT ■'^ "r. 51,52, ^ v^, 313^ % 7im%, 

ai^sfqjqiq, T5RRT^ f^fERTRm W*hn (^T^I^^q^f-III) STFRlf^‘cit^ 

3Wt([(%#3T3fqiK) t (f^ ?^'f) 

f^ ^ ^/09/2005/597 t, TRT^ xn? ^ 3RPTf^ 11 



RT^TcT v:^ ¥^>7- q7 HR ^^ifcr (^ wi:) <Tt^ f 1 mm 

40 ^ •^(RT OTTf 100 f%. m t; -Rc^m HTW=f 3R?rae (^) qJT HR 5 f^.m 11 Rqr 3TT^qgRH t W( 

TrfOT wrq4i'<rRIrH'iF ^HJq 11 W?T ^rR^qj 'STxitg (TT^i^) 3Pr?f ^xfcjffm qRmt I 230 

qt^ afh: 50 -yTRrqcff hrt fq^ -tt ^ f 1 

x^ %% ■srfqfwr h^FI'I qTRxj^. % Irtt ^Icrl^ h 1 IqjHT 'HiU.'k I 

^ %#!? TRq^R •3qq q?t HR! 36 qil ^XT-tlRI (12 ) ^ 3Rr3 Trf^qT q7 ^PTFt ^ ^ wr 

tf%^Hf5R%3T5%q%'5R wqHq%a^;frTf^'3^ Wnnim Th^w, fesn^ % 3 t^rr ^5^h ^HRrot^, I^ri^ ^ 

hrr fqxitxtT TRn f ^ 1qfM% ^ ^ fl %qT, qqMm ^3^lT qiRhTTm % hI ^ 

^ qqrslm % qtRH ^ #t # 5 Ht. qr 3^ % “^" HR%f^ 

50010,000qq?qit^wnxRHR^B%c[ lOO^Rqqrqd^if^iqRH ^mrnqr^f "^'' hri ^ io^ 

2 X 10^ qr 5 X 10^ % f, •ql qqiRTqrqrqjHTTHqi I 

[q?!. H, ^5^T^H-21 (176 )/2004 ] 

qt. 1^. fq^?iqr, f¥qq> hr fq^ 
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'*TR<I^7r5m:^18, 2006/W^ 27, 1927 

New Delhi, the 28tli February, 2006 

S.O. 1030Wliereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by tKe prescribed 
authority, is saftstled that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the-Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and tlie Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use -and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Weighbridge type) with digital indication of “Joiison” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy 
class-III) and with brand name “Jonson” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manui^ctured by M/s Jpnson 
India, Plot No. 51, 52, N^ Amdavad Industrial Estate, Opposite Steel Town, Sarkhej-Baval Road, V^llage-Moraiya 
Taluka-Sanand, Dislrict-Ahmedtdjad, Gujarat and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2(X)5/597; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic Weighing instrument (Weighbridge 
type) with a maximum capacity of 40 tonne and minimum capacity lOOkg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5 kg. 
It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the 
weighing results. The instrument operates on 230Volts, SOHertz alternative current pow'er supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weigliing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and 
upto 100 tonne with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for 'e’ value of 5g. or more and with 
‘e’ value of 1 ^ 10^", 2x10'', or 5x 10'=, where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by 
the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said 
approved Model has been manufactured. 

fF. No. WM-21(176)/20041 
P. A, KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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■grr.^ir. i03i 

1t^ ■^' ■RTS^ 3?k srf^lf^FR, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) W ^ iff? 

(^RT^'^ I987%^tlf %‘37^t 'STm ^ t % mi TPitn ^ 

71^ ■^’-3^^ ^ W-T 

am:, am ^’lO^ ^ aTf??f^ ^ «n7T 36 ^?H«rnT (7) aik (8) ^7TTRm ?lf«Rr'«ff ^ 

^H^’1 i[k% 51,52, ■^ai^H^NK Tfe WT-Rl<ie«n, dl<^^F7Fr^f^ 

('?i«iT«hn'q^-III) ^%a f=P6 <47=1^ 

% 1^ fmi 5m>R) %^, f^Ti% 9ifs^^“'3ffw^’' t (f^'a^'RreHWwt) afk ar yjt i i m 

f% an^ ^/09/2005/598 W t, ar^jftlFT 3Rm F5T -STRt ark 3I^Blfel ^^Rcft t; 



^3^ kr^ 1^^ 31^ ^ armrfkT am^^fifkw <Tl^ "^R^RTir (% 'STspR ^ 11) 

arfk^KR TOH 30 a^k 100 fkr. TIT. 11 TlrqiHH RIMHH a^^rUM (^) 5 %.TIT. t aTIl&^I^;^ 

^gfkrT t fkTl^l W MRl^m oi|<i<<=be1HI<(R<=h «TlfkT aTTk^T^TT TTHl^ 11 31^11^ arH4<=h "Sml-S' (T^ ^ ■^) TT^ kkm ’RtmiT^ ' aH<;f$ | T T 
■=63^1 I ■6'H'=t>’(,’^t 230 kl(r<i/ 50 ^ITTT IT^ "RT =m4 ^TTTTT % I 

ak, TTTO, ■a^ arfkf^ ^ tiro 36 ^ "awTr (12) ^ 7i%kf ^ ukkr ^ -q^ ktw ■qimt 

t % ^ % ar^kl^ % ^ qq % amkr ■akt (qfiRfdi ?i7t 'akt krsHT, fS'Jinn % ar^mr ak ^akt TTTRiit k, f^nFi^ 

aT^*ilf9 (ikfe^foiPtfk^tormrif,kfafkfakt•qqikmak' «6 i 4H i d>i % < T ldH a qc^^u i 5 %.Tn.m 
^7rkaTkfqr% Fm%f^50okio,oootTqT^^k*7TmTqqmR7rfkT5z^TkaTfkqiakiooz^TTq>^aTki^j«TF^FmT 
qf^f ak “^” mq 1 X 10^, 2 X 10^ m 5 X 10^, % f, ■ 5 TT qqi?Rq>m :te» !l ciT'» '^u rf qi m%TT R^^ f I 


I q3[. k. 21 (176) /2004 ] 

it. k- -^'"iihP', likFF, fqfkqr mq k^rq 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1031.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
autltority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, tlierefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Conversion kit for Weighbridge) vrith digital indication of “ Jonson” series of medium accuracy 
(Accuracy class-III) and with brand name “Jonson” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by 
M/s. JonscHi India, Plot No. 51,52, New Amdavad Industrial Estate, Opposite Steel Town, Sarichej-Baval Road. Mllage- 
Moraiya Taluka-Sanand, District-Ahmedabad, Gujarat and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/598; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Conversion kit 
fw Weighbridge) with a maximum capacity of 30 tonne and minimum capacity 100kg. The verification scale interval 
(e) is 5 kg. it has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) 
indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230Volts, 50Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent fi^om opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby-declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and 
upto 100 tonne with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5 kg. or more and with 
‘e’ value of 1 x 10*^, 2x lO*^, or 5 x lO*^, where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by 
the Same manufiK^turer in accordance with the same principle,design and with the same materials with which, the said 
approved Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(176)/2004] 
R A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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■ 3 ^ '^’ HT<5d ^ W 3#?; TTH TITO -3Tf¥^R, 1976 ( 1976 ^ 60) ^«IT 'W[Z 3^ '*TPI TrpTq:r 

(ifeif ^ aPrf*te) 1987 % % 37 ^^ t ^ ^ ^ ■R'iTmT f cTWR TPltn ^ 37^ ■^' ^ ^ trf^ 

T^TVt 3fR fM'^ ■^' '3 <7^^ 7%TT; 


3r<T:, 37^, ■^F?f('^? ^ 37f^T7 ^ W 36 ^ ( 7 ) 3?n: ( S,) ^ ^ "TTPr"^tr 

TIFl ^ R. 1 - 2/46/4 TI ^“7, fTf^-504 106, 371^ 37^ gRT f¥^RT R^TR M ('WJ'RIT 

^“in)'^*''^'^^''if73^%3T^^?J^77%rT, 37^^^^ 3'4'^‘(.'J[ ( ^•e<d3f9 37^) %'RfeT^, t^% 

t 3^Rf^37^RtirTf^ '3Tf 1^7^/09/2005/844 77R^^f^f%^RR7 

t, ■sFim R5f wfr 37k wrkra wi f; 



l^^fTfjRl ki5f 1 JW ’^K 37mTR?T 377^irc^t1 TtRTT '34=67<J| (^SfcT ^ 17^ ^) 11 ?^7^ 37kRF7R7 ^J7?n 
30%.m 37k^'^ ^TRmioom t i7T^TmRmH37^7ru^ (^)-^T7Pf 5 -^. f 

STTfkl37l?)45i6H Tr^mtlTT^ '-Sliil^ ('^i'^) ^SfRm f I 39=6101 230 kTrS 

3fk. 50 yrqfclal E7TO 371^F7 RT ^5T4 ^R?TT ^ I 

fSlfHO % 37f9r<cPT ^<5|57^’ % %(^ 731^ ^ % %R f^ ISTH^ ! 

3fR, ^ 37fkf=m ^ «IRT 36 ^ ■3R«IRT (12 ) ^ 'SRFt qRT^ ^ 

% Tqq hTsc^ %'3i^h\^' 1 *7^%^ 37c(4cl -stfl fqpi'nfcii ^<1 <s< 7 l fe'iii^'i %^37^'<iK 3^ RHtil k, 3^ 

3i^h¥<;<i kFiki 1^ TTT t, "skt ^fTSFen % ^ "qsiMTn ^ % ■Hkrr ^ 

100kr.m ^2 VJ. "i" RPT^%ti 100^ 10,000 hnhh stcra^(i^) 3 ^ksin. ^ ^ 3 ^ 3 Tf^-% 

RPT%f^ 500"^ 10,000 T^k‘■R?^TFFfRTWT^T%?T 50 f^.m 37f%7^5in7 3^ Rn 

1 X 10^ 2 X 10^ ^ 5 X 10^ % f, # ^4rrH4i ^tjutlt+loh ^ ^ % m^tr^ f f 

[^. R. ^5^1RT-21 C 197 )/20i:?,> j 
•qt. R. r4^l^l«+), RN 
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New Delhi, the 28th Februaiy, 2006 

S.O. 1032 —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1^76 (60. of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Centra! Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of nou-automatic 
(Table top type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “GTS' series of medium accuracy (accuracy class- 
111) and with brand name “EQUAL” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Gram Ton 
System, No. 1-2-46/4C. Near Bus Depot, NH-7. Nirmal-504 106, A P. and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/2005/844-. 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load ceil based non-automatic weighing instrument (Tabic top Type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is .3g. It has a larc 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates tlie 
weighing result, The instrument operates on 230VoUs, oOHertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prc^•cn^ from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity upto ?6kg. w itf, 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for e’ value of 100mg. to 2g with verification scaic inicrvai 
(n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for “e” value of 5g or more and with 'e' value of 1 x lOL 2^ 10^". or 5x lOL w here k being 
a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance w itli the 
same principle,design and with the same materials with which, the said approved Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(197)/2005) 
P, A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 


643 GI/2006—8 
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1033 SRI -3 ^ -SR^ tr; ^ ^PimpT ^ t 

^ ^ ^■) ^ ■»TTq -RR^ 1976 (1976 ^ 60) W W ^ 

(^ITS#' ^ 1^, 1987 % cFTmR1I%T^3P^f%T^‘ ^ W*feT 

RfiTTstm ^ '^‘ ^qr 7 ^; 

^:, mil 36 ^(7) 3^ (8) SRT"5^1^’^if^ff^T ^31^^ 

Tjm #T V. 1 -2/46/4 ^ TJrS(-7, ^^-504106, 3TTV ^ ^ f^I% -Rm ^T«n*bT M (^T«1T«hlT 

^-IIT) % 3f^7^?7Tf?^T, F4^T: 'STO) %-qrSR 

f 3iyjtg33TT^^/09/2005/845 

1^4f "nRI't', y+il^l-Tf^ -3^ R^lfTRl “‘?r<cff ^ I 






il.*- -:v-?-;. -v :V. : 




^ -qf^ 'SR^R ^ ^ ^ 31T^4TfeT WFT^ 11 3TflRF?m 1000 %.m "^dH 

f^TR?n 4 m 11 TTr^m TTiwi aTtr^iR (i) ^ rh 200 m 1 1 t fsRrsR tr !^f?rvw -sq^^jR^RRSF 

RTfer ■3'qmt I (TTR^:^) ¥a^9f -917^ 11 230 af?^ 50 

RRT ■97 ^ 11 

^ifnq % "g^o^ % arfM^ wt'T r^ tiir^ ’ft ^mrn 1 

afk Trmr 3Tfqf^ ^ 36 ^ 3^^«1RT (12) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ■Rtw 

t % ^ Tfer % •3Tgq)^ % ^ w^i % aftrfcr ■ 37 ft f^PfHi^i! ^ri 37fr fiwTi, f^srrfq % afk 3 # Timt fsRi^ 

3ig*fffel RfeR f^RT^ RRT t, 3Rr jfwil % ^ wsfm afk whl^ % 3M=b^«l ’ft ^ ^ 

Sin.RI 37rR3#Rfr% Tn^% f^ 500^ 10,000 50 5000 f^.mcRP^aiftTWT 

flRRTT wf aftr Rr 1 X 10^ 2 V 10^ ^ 5 X 10^ % f, ITT Rl ^»IItR'<+> gorf^FTRT f I 

19TI. U ^^TRT-21 ( 197 )/2005 ] 

it. Ti. ■^[^ 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1033,—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model ^scribed in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of \Nfeights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confCTred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of the self 
indicating non-automatic (Platform type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “GTS” series of medium 
accuracy (Accuracy class-III) and with brand name “EQUAL” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured 
by M/s. Gram Ton System, No. 1-2-46/4C, Near Bus Depot, NH-7, Nirmal-504 106, A.P. and which is assigned the 
approval mark IND/09/2005/845; 

The said model (see the figure given below) (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell 
based weighing instrument with a maximum capacity of 1000 kg. and minimum edacity 4 kg. The verification scale 
interval (e) is 200 g. It has a tare device with 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) display indicates the weighing result. The instruments operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternate current power 
supply. 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent opening of the machine for' 
fraudulent practices 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government her^ declare that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg and up to 5000kg and with number of verification scale interval 
(n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x lO^ 2x l0^ or 5x10^, where k the 
positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufacrured by the same manufacturer with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials wifti which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-2I(197)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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TfiT.aT!. '1034.~AV^1 ^7, ^ ^ t f% 

R^e A 'sf^jRT Tfer ("fr^7 Tl M ^') ^ ^TR trn ^rp^fwi, 1976 ( 1976 ^ 60) rTi^TT ^ ^ PTq PTO 

(Rt^' ’^F.T f'PTiT, J987 t 3^ ^ ^ ^ 'R'i^mT t vvmn Rit ^ ^ 

A?rr’^^ «fAyn tt^ 3 ^ •'/ftfr^y RrC=‘ C ttm -yTri 77P1; 

Ay=?'CMiv2R Ai oAAftqT! ;jft Wi 36 -^1 ( 7 ) sftT (8 ) yim ^TT Tlfwtf ^ 

wv TT^ M. -! ATV':. tA :.;v^ (Myi a: -q^ A Mpy-SQ4106, 3TT!^ Tlt?l ^i ^ (R^^cTT 

v;'i q ! ^ ■: - > ^ '--;■ A rp ‘ ’ .p^-:.| A- ATWl (^ ^ AFf 

‘' TftqrT ’ ■ I (CsiA ’q7qq?T;3rAT ^>T 'nm t) TTR 3TT? TpT ■^,'09/2005/846 yT^'^ItT %PT PRj 

t, ^r^icr'i q'FFT-'R^ ^ sitr -sR^Tf^q 11 



-^tar ■JFRR pyy cPjj ^ ArrqrfeT 3 Rqxn%rT •'dqspATr (^T 7 ) 1 1 3 #TgicR fijPTrr 40 zr 

3 fl 7 xFim 200 1 1 RHTipq rirfr ^r^q-iq (i ) -^ 10 1 %.m 1 1 thp' 3 TfMq^MR t f^Frarr m ■stTot 

BW^FP37rRRy %TffRT 3Tr^R^[^ URTR t I "SRiTr?! TTr?R4^ CR^ ^ '^') TflRpr •qfTRTR RRrTT 11 '3<TR>TF 230 ^?lRe 

3% 50 RTRlRrfr RRT OT RTTOT t I 

TerfoRT %■ A?rrq R)t % "f^ R ^ f%Ri ^mpTi 1 

3fr( arf^Rm Ryt 35 qq ar- rrt ( 12) ^ ^ ^ '^w mIm^jii 

t % ^ 3 ^ AT^ % ^ 3F[Fr-R3? % Syqrtrf MpIM ^ '^RT fe^JAT, feni?^ % 3TqRR 3fR ^ RTOjt 

3T^Rtf^ PIT fppf^ 1%PT PR1 t, f^f'lf^q f\ pqmi #7 % cflcrH JM<+PJ! P[ #) 

# rCnf^id APT ^ 6 TT % ^ fl 'Hpy, ciT .#i 7 % i:fn?f t ^ #t ^ 5 %. ft. pi % ' ‘ ^ ” ptp % 

fm,500R 10.000 crsFpft^'^'p?pm'PR T#(i 5 cq'-^ 3Trppr3fR ioo^pp5fi^3Tfppi?RXPRnPT^f afk “'^'’ ptpi ^lO"^, 

2 X 10^ PI 5 X 10^ % f, # PPT?PPIPIPJ’JirqTP'Y^“PI^%TTP^f I 

[’PI. P. ^P^-qp-21 ( 197 )/2005 ] 

■'■fr. p. ^'^Jiipffi, fp^?TPi, Mppi "PIP fkm 








18, 2006/W^ 27> 1927 2285 

New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S,0. 1034.—Whereas the Centra! Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Mode! described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (v60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Govei nment hereby publishes the,certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (weigh bridge type) with digital indication of belonging to medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) of 
“GTS” Series with brand name “EQUAL” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/'s, Gram 
Ton System, No. 1-2-46/4C, .Near Bus Depot, NH-7, Nirmal-504106, Andhra Pradesh and which is assigned the 
approval mark IND/G9/2005/846; 



The said Model is a non-automatic weighing instrument (weigh bridge type) with a maximum capacity of 40 
tonnes and minimum capacity of 200kg, The verification scale interval (e) is 10kg. It has a tare device with a 100 per 
cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing result. The instrument 
operates on 230Volts, SOHertz alternative current power supply. The load cell is of strain gauge type. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. rtie Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instrument of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximurh capacity above 5 tonne and 
upto 100 toime with number of verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5 kg. or 
more and with ‘e’ value of 1 xl0^ 2^ i0^ or 5x10^ where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero 
manufactrured by the same manufaacturer in accordance with the same principle,design and with the same materials 
with which, the said approved Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(197)/2005] 
R A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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^»3?r. yifwiiO srt ^ ■?rtvh ^ f f% 

■3^ ("^ Tit ^*) ^ -sitT Ry 1976 (1976 ^60) TT«IT ^ 3^tT TIN ‘'IPNJ 

(Tifs^if ^argrte) i987%-3TR«if%3T5^t %WTrNTyT^^3T«ifv^' 

^«n*f?TT ■toFtt 3 ^ ■^‘ 3h^<w T^jT?n 

«FT:, 3R,%^-iTT^ 3TfT^^m^ tRT 36 ^Tq-lRT (7) ^ (8) S^lHw^T ^^ 

i. 1-'^/6'tI, ■'FsgfTO f% ^RtTINN-121001, 5RT ■'T'snetm M 

^-11) t (f^ 

3^f^3iT^Ft^f^3n^1^'^/09/2006/88 ^mpi- 

''R •S^^T Tir^prf^Rl ^Itvl ^ I 



■3^"RfsiSf ijioR T^gy ofjT ^ 3fTNTfTcT 3TT=5tr^#f<l (it^ 3M4hiU| % IOIW 

aofe-m 3?k^i<FT loom. 11 +^^i^N^ hi^hh 3RnM(i)^TTH2m 11^' t r«i«<^i ?m iTf^ 

ay^^aHd-llWcfj mfm 3TTd^c13 3IT1N11 W7I 'SNt^ (l^ ^ TlteH -qf^^ WT11 ~3 y<^^r T| 230 

^ 50 9t^i'^<ff «Ri mip? wi 11 

Tmf'mr •sTtriltoRT tt^IH mt isrt^ 'Ft^Ri; ^rt f^RiT wqttt 

mScT TTmstrn, fs'^n^’i, Tlf%3, 'SFUnrTj TiOH 1^*1 f^nsm 3TTf^ ^ Tllif "R nR^fon '>111(^1' < 

3?k -3^ ^ *Ri 36 ^ ^y-tira (12) mrr miri Tif^’ ^ miFT ^ ^ ^7^ ^itw wt 

t'fm'3^ *lTsci%315H't<^%'5^3Fn^-y57%g7cT7^7|-3^ .i^') Ih^W, 3?(t 3^0 "3^ 

3T5jftf^ T5R; f^TTTfoi %in tptj f^ ^ ^ ^ 3^k ■obi4Mi<H3 % ifr^ ^qqrmr Mt ^ ^ 

1 fq.m ^5om ^3%%! 100^ 50,000 hn^h gmi^CTm) 3?k loofq. m m "3^31^7^ 

% *'^” mq%f^s,000^50,000Timmt^4f'mmqqmq3RTTi^'?fe50fmm. 37k “t" 

TTH1 X l0^ 2 X 10^ m 5 X 10^ % f, ^ ^ f 1 

[mr, TT. WT^"21(228)/2005l 

4t. \. f^rm, f¥^T7Nf%^ 


< \ ' 


1. \ I ►!.•. 


♦ . 41 


Nil' I H'l ■i< 


. .4* III 1^11 > ii«Miin 
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2006/W^27, 1927 

New Delhi, the 28th Fd)ruaiy, 2006 

S.O. 1035.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the fi^re given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of-high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) of series “APC” 
and with brand name “ AMCO” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Amco Equipments, 
No. 1-B/6A, Sidhana Market, Phawara Singh Chowk, Faridabad-121001, Haryana and which is ^assigned the approval 
maik INDA)9/2006/88; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 2g. It has a tare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED)-indicates the weighing 
result. The instrument operates on 230 \blts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and Model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy^ design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instrument of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity upto 50 kg. w ith 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of Img. to 50 mg. and with verification scale 
interval (n) iri the range of 5,000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mg. or more and with "e’ value of 1 x 10‘, 2x10^ or 
5x10^, where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactrured by the same manufaacturer in 
accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved Model has 
been manufactured. 


[F. No WM-21(228)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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^.3IT. 1036.—%^ TRW ^ THi RT TmT^-^ W t % 

^ RTScT ^ STTfjf^ «fR 'SfR RTR 3Tft#m, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) cI^H ^ 3^ RR 

(■RTS#' ^ 33^%^) f^, 1987 % t ^ ^ TTWH t % RWT TI%R ^ 3iqf%l -^‘ ^ 

R?TT«tcrr ■sRnr #tt "si^ wjrm tIrt; 

3R:, ?T^%^^TTTW, '^rNwi ^ WR 36 (7) 3TtT (S) ^ Tlfwif ^ TTRpT ^ "^TTTl 

■q^ T 1-%6'Qj fRWf RT^, f% “4^, ■9R4^-'121001, TlfRTRn ^ W^Tf (R«Tt4tT 

^4-11) f^TTT^ t (f44TF4 

rTsR WTRRlI’) 3^7 3T^Rt^ ^ TR 4/09/2006/89 TTRJ^fW "fwi RR ^frjRpR WRI-R^f 
3^7 y'tilf^irl =h<(ii i 



■3R?T hTs'TT TT^ ^4^ TTW: R»r RR ■RR 3TfRTf4' 3i7^R]%rr ( RR RW: ) rflRR ■39RRR t' I 3Tpt<'aRc19' 

^mraooTTr. 3ff7 &rrt 200 1r. rt. t i ticmnh Rmn ^rtttr (^) r^irh 10 1r.rt. 1 1t f^R ^pi 

7m TTf4m RTIt^ 3TT^9^<n'i RRmrt 1 RWI ■3rH4'+ spi)^ ■^) 3m7t rftoR 'hU'JIIH 3H<f^lri wmf I 3^chR>l 

230 4e9: 3TT7 50 WTTRlff RT7T WR 97 RiT4 Wm f I 

rrWt 37Rrf73m rttH 4 o^rwri % 7^tm4 "4 4^4 % Irtt TrtmR^ 4 fwr mnprr 3^7 

■RTSm 4 TTFRTt, WsRl, f4TT^, 7T1%^, ^TRRm, fWT^ pR^cl 3Tlf4 4 Tmf 97 fWT mPTTT I 

3fT7 44t9 TRW RRcT 3Tf4RR9 4 RT7T 36 4 RWTT (12) '5171 RRR Tlfwif RRtR Rr 4 fq; Rf 4w wft 
tf%RRTl9f5m%3T^4t^%^ W7[-9R%3m4R'374fMRTTf?n^R74l7T^jm, f^mT^%3T^RR3;4^ 4 P^TITl RRcT 

ST^Rtf^rT 9TRm PihIr fWT 9RT f, fqPlfTHcl R# 4^mT % 4 "^Rr, RRi4tT 3fR c+ii^Mlcrli % cTlmR 3HR><» I 4 44 4 

1 fR.RT. ^ 50 f9. RT. cTR7“4’ ■9TR%fmT( 100 "4 50,000 RR)44m^7RRT9RRT99m3t?T7Tm (T^) 3^7 100 1 r. RT. RT RTTR 3TiRR? 
% “4’ 9m%1mR 5,000 "450,000 RR7R4^^7T?RT9R9rR37m7mT7R4T 4 50 %.RT. RR54 3FrfRRmR ^ctTRT^f 47 “4’ 
9H 1 ' 1‘T, 2 10^ RT 5x10"^, % #,4 RRTcRRT RT ^^RTrRRT ^JrIrT RT 7Jf9 % f i 

[m 4. ^^-09-21 ( 228 )/2005 ] 
4. -q. -fTWiTT^. fR^TTRT, fRfRRT RR fRRTR 
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18, 2006/^^27,1927 
New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

fetO. 1036.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfted that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standdtds of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said mocfel is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use 9ftd to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act the Central Gdveniment hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing (Table top type) with digital indication of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) of seriesAET’ 

arid with bfaiid naitie “AMCO” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufectured by M/s. Amco Equipments, 
No. 1-B/6A, Sidhana Market, l^wara Singh Chowk, Faridabad-121001, Haryana and which is assigned the approval 
iTiaTkIND/09/2G06/89; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instCUm^nt (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 300 g. and minimum capacity 200mg. The verification scale interval (e) is lOmg. It has a 
tare device wiUi a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
result. The instruments operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms to terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit 
diagram, working principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity upto 5Gkg. with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of Img. to 50mg. and with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 5,000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg. or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 ^ 10'‘, 2^ 10*^, or 
5^ 10*', where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in 
accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials mth which, the said approved model has 
been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(228)/2005] 
R A. KRISHNAMOOKTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 


643 Gl/2006—9 
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'm.m, 1037.— ^ ' ^ ^ Tr^^ t % 

w ittm 1976 (1976 ^ 6O) ^«Tr ^rtt’ imr 

(**^5^-^fn aT3*d?rT) i987%'m«?f%aT3^t a?k ^ ^-siftf % ^mRTR ir#T ^ 3T^ 

^«?!«hn aW'U'Ski 'snjR 

am:, 'ST-mTT (7) a?h (8) ^TO^“g^ 

ippl i-'^/6R, 'm%3, Ti«?RT Ti^krarm-121001, ’5fT<mi«n ^ -3^ -q iei 'ig ^ i (wsfm 

^-11)^5^''RlJ^''ifBnHI%3R*Tgrf^?ft^'3T^RW('^wfT?^)%T|fs^ t (f^ 

afh:f^ ani^ r;t '^/09/2006/90 ■wm j,^rvw 'Tm t, 

3^R TTwnm ^*i»w f I 



3<W MTC^M V«hR ^ HR ^ afn^lfer af^ei'enf^^i ( Tppc[ imiK) aw%<,w| t ( 5''H«*1 arf^apcTH ^pmr 

1000 ftr.m. ^ «fi»mr s %. m. 1 1 TfjmT’rmwT armo^ (^) ■^ ■ith 100 tttr f 1 f 

aflr 50 5R<n^<ff «?ri fti^?i w*t tt ^Rmr !■ i 

i;3rt*M0 R?fe% % aflllW^iW Mt ■^RTT ^TT^TT aftr 

^ «w0 ''*Wt»lw, ftsfipir ^rf%3, iswuw, airfj; TK mff f^iii ain^m i 

aft? Wl«? lEiwsR vnr ariVPm ^ vm 36 ^ cnr-wcr (12) mt ym ■^Fr t?%t^ ^ m wl 

*ff4WI %^3RRT-‘q^%'aiflifd 'Syl SKI ay1 %CHT, fS'sTI?^ %aT^mT ^ "3^ 

1#W1 ^ W t "34 JfISRIt % ^ •*l«n^ 3^k «sHf^HMH % ^ 

mPT5000^ 50,000 50 fern. ^5000 f^.Tn. 

^ -RH 1 X 10 *, 2 X 10 * m 5 X 10 * % f, ^ m 3 go([ <<m) m is? % 

15W5^fi 

I'm. R '53^1^-21 (228)/2005 ] 

it. R. ^ipjf?l, Pi^i4>, WmTRm 






18, 2Q06/W^27> 1927 2291 

New Delhi, the 28th Febniaiy, 2006 

&0. IA?7^Wh([ms the Central Goverament. aher ji^onsidering the report shhmitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of fite Standards nf Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and file StsoKlards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Mod^) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sttsiamed use and to render accurate service under varied condhions; 

Now, fiM^efoie, in exercise of the powers conferred by sifihsections (7) ami (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publiriies the certificate of approval of the Model oi non-automatic 
weij^ing instrument (Platfirom type) with digital indication of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) of series '"AEP” 
and with brand name **AMCCr (Iminafter referred to as the said Model), manu&ctured by M/& Amoo Equipments, 
No. I*B/6A, SufimnaMariret, Phawara Singh Chouk, Faridabad>121001, Haryana and which is assigned the approval 
maik IhaMI92Q/2006^; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platfrom type) 
with a maximum csgiaci^ of 1000 kg. and minimum capacity of 5 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 100 g. U has 
a tare device with a 100 per cent suiHractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
results. The instrument operates on 230 \^lts, SO Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to furevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and Model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
inrtnunents of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series wifit maximum cecity sfeove SO kg. aiul ^ito 
5000 kg. with verification scale interval (n) in the range of SOOO to 50,000 for ‘e' value of 100 mg. or more and with 
‘e' value oi 1x10“, 2x 10“, or 5x lo“, where k, is a positive or negative whole number or equa* to zero manufactured by 
the same manufecturer in accordance with the same principle, design and wfih the same materials with which, the said 
approved Model has been manufectured. 

[F. No. WM-2I{228)/2005] 

♦ P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrolog>' 
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1038.—Mifetow-O % 

W ^ 3Tr|)fn ■^’) ^ ttth "mw ^irfiTfWT, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) W W 3?k ^ ^IFfSF 

^ 1^, 1987 % t w 'm ^ "^WIT t eTimR TFIFT ^ ^ '*feT 

■q*n«hT ^RTt^ 3?k f¥^ ^.3I^ WT 

a^TT:, (7) (8)^[mTr;TT 

TcrT%e, fw 21001, jsR^iuii ^ Rrf^ "Fm w\ (w 4 ?it 

^-III) 31^Ti(|Ri^ t(f^l^’ 

WWt) T^=T'^/09/2006/91 ^ t, 3T^[*Tt^ War--q5f 

■arr^ 3?R w%7T wt 11 



•i^Ki Mfscjl y.'h f^<5r»lo yohK VR h^k.) oIcii % I 5^=h| 3TRi<+)ti+i SJITfTT 

50 '2^ afR ^*101 100 t^. ■?IT. % I WIThi ■RFT*TPT ■SRTTF^ (^) ^5 f^. TTfF I "^Rw ^ ^ 

yfn^m o4q«bci’ii<»i°t) ^infTcT 3TT^q(j?m 'SI’IM ^ I «<^>I^( <sw4q) •si4t'5 (i^ '51^ mR«[F1 % \ 

230 aiiU 50 TR^qaT «rro "jR^nr "^iTm f 1 

^iPhm % '3iRiRq^ ■Hltri«<<; "Ht f^RTT“'JU'i<‘ii 

■Rfs^ ^ ^«7T«Rrr, ^Rfe, ■ 5 mm, ^ ^ ^Rqffid ^rnjrnr 1 

siR "3^ arRiRm ^ ^ 36 ^ ■^q-^ ( 12 ) w} J^rRwqi ^ irqRi ^ ^ 

fqj <i®in ♦il’Scri %^ci4ci 3+fl [qRinfoi ?1I0 <s^ Rh^i^^, SlR 3 ^ ^t*iijt Ri<h^ 3=tci 

'»fer ^ Rrqfw 1w w t, RiRiRf<i ^ ^ ■^, ^q^pfcn afR cbi^HMH % Titm 3 h+<ui■ ait 

■ait 5%.m ^ "3^3Tfli^% ^%'%Ti500"^ 10 , 000 ^^^^^■^’■fi^qiq^'R73 3iTi<i6i 5 iso^qiRR^ 
a#r?RnT ^fwr^f afR ^ 1 x id^ 2 x 10 ^ ^ 5 x io^ % t, ^ ^ ^^1 1 

[^. ■«, ^ 5 ^ i ^~21 ( 228 )/2005 ] 
a. TT. 'j>«Jii^Ri, 
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New Delhi, the 28th Febniaiy, 2006 

S.O. 1038.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules’, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub^sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model (rf non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Weighbridge type) with digital indication of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) of series 
“AEW” and with brand name “AMCO” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Amco 
Equipments, No. 1-B/6A, Sidhana Market, Phawara Singh Chowk, Faridabad-121001, Hatyana and which is assigned 
the approval mark INp/09/06/91; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Weighbridge 
type) with a maximum capacity of 50 tonne and minimum capacity 100 kg. The verification scale imerval (e) is 5 kg. 
It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Voltsf, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

in addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the sai§ Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also ctii^r the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and up 
to 150 tonne with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5 kg. or more and with 
‘e’ value of 1 x 10*", 2^ 10*", or 5 x 10'^, where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manu&^ured by 
the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the samematerials with which, the said 
approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(228)/2005] 
P, A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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1039.—%^ 

-RfsH ^ ^ rtt ith^ i976 (1976 ^ 60) ^«n w rn 

fw, 1987 % % 3T^t TR W ^ ^WTTt fa W \ m IPTPt^ 3mfV^' 

^glPihTT Tltnr ^ •^’ ^ «hld l T^; 

^:, «rnT36^^‘«nTi (7) aflr (8) 

TTo^o #T-Ti^ ^mirs, 3T«n^■?M-i34002, ^fsiPd^ra ^«aR ?T«iT*hn^ ^-iii) 

R4I<rlMI ^ft^TT '^2^(4 ^T#T--5it ^ WT) % RTS^ ?rts ^ ^ 

“ V(n?T*' f MTStrl M^!'!') 3^1^ 3T^4^ 30^Tpl■^/09/2005/36 1^5*11 "^FITf, 

3?^[4hrT limrir-T^T ^ 3fk ^Rtfl 11 



«f^Pi^iraRi?ft^ <Hiiinft?i (A^f^'^txri '^■29 >t 4Rvn4-'!it‘^'5r^) 

15^1^ ^R?TF 3(»fis# Tn»?^ 3?!^^PTin 2 laR^TITo t MIMHH 3Ts?TO^ (^) lOOURf l 

«lf^*i ^ % '^TfnR^td ♦i^ffiw shMii'jyl <a1n^ % fVfl^ vi’ f^Mi I 

3^U ^*^0^ '3^ 3?f^Pt*?*i ^ ^RT 36 ^ '3’7-^Rr (12) '5RT 11^ ^ SJ^IM "^Rfl ■*!? ^R?ft 

% Otj <j«m % 3i^4lq'i y*ir''i-R3f % 3nT4?T ■34) f^PiHlfli ©^■34) fe'Sn?^ % 3i^fiK Diw4 "3^ 

3?34iftn 4 t^ f«rPRW w t, ^fsiw % ^ 3^^ whi?R % Tfrm vt #t ^ 

RH%f^1001^l0,00OW^^^^RWT'RTWT3T?RIH(TT)Ta%1T50%5it!7TR1^3Tf^#T 
1000r<+>^>jiH 34wm«n^f 3?^ “^*’ rpti x io*', 2 x io* •rt s x 1o^ % f,'^ tniw«t>^3Kom^^]Jihr 

['TST,^, 1 ( 32 5 )/2005 ] 

41. R. ^wjn*iRi, ^’^m, ^ 
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New Delhi, the 28th Februaiy, 2006 

S.O. 1639.^—Whereas the Central Government, after coi^idering the report sidnaitted to it by the prescribed 
authcnity, is satisfied that the model describ»l in the said report (see the figure given below) is in amformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (AK>roval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service undbr varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government her^ issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the modd of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Mechanical Platform Machine-Pro-Weight Type) with analogue indication of medium accuracy 
(Accuracy class-III) and with brand nariK “BHARAT’ manufactured by M/s N.D. Jain Enterprises, Milage Nasirpur, 
Hissar Road, Ambala City-134002, Haryana mid which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/06/36; 



The said model is a mechanical type lever based iKui-automatic weighing instrument (Mechanical Platform 
machine-pro-weight type) a maximum c^iacity of 300kg and minimum capacity of 2kg. The verification scale 
intervd (e) is lOOg. 

In.mlditicm to seali^ the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the tuning of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments (tf similar aaake, accuracy and perfm-mance of same series with maximum capacity stove 50 kg. and up 
to 1000 kg with verificati<m scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of 5g, or more and with ‘e’ 
value of 1X10^, 2^10^, or 5x10^, k beii^ a positive or negative whole nundier or equal to zero raaiurfacnired by the 
same manufacturer in acooidaiice with the same princii^e, design and with the same materials with which, the said 
approved model has been maBufttetured. 

[F. No. WM-21(325)/2005] 
P A. KRISHNAMOQRTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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•3^ STTfjfn^) 1976 (1976 ^60) W W 3lk'*TP1'^THSP 

(•RTS^ 1987 % t ^ ^ ^ t % mmR 3f%T ^ SSTCff^ 'ft -sfel 

w«ftn wm, 7^ 3(ftT 9Rfwr?i*il ft' ^ 

aT?r:, ■3^3Tfl|fH*m^«niI36^'^WtT(7) ^ (8) :?iPw4^ y4)»! 

fuf^dh ^<ri TOn-10, 'rJ5n(^o), gr^, h^ki'^ ■*t«zr w«ftn 

(W«ftn‘?rf III) ^?l^*''fts-«ft’' 3H'5b<'J| HsrflH) % HTs<:^ ^ "aF^ 

t 3ih^ f^3TI^ 1^^^/09/2005/1043 

tai'wt, 3T5*te TTirm-^ml aftr «<=hifvi(i ^RTft 11 

TOT ^'1R ^ 3ETmTft<T (^^T1#niW) ift^ 

■3TO^ 11 arfrom 20 f^.m. f aftr 200 iim 11 h^ihh hihhh (^) ^ ■^ 10 Tim 11 Fift 

Ti;5fr % f^fRraRi htt Jiftivw 3TT^?ijeTi 'S'lmt i TmiT^ "smte (t^ ^) ift^ 

»TfTTJim ^TTcTT 11 230 ^ftr 50 'yrm^lHT mj ^ ^ ^TliTT 11 



^iP^M % ^Svi'h'i ^ ^ifoR'w ^ % Rut ^ ^4)^ % Rut 'ft '^iiijmi ^iftr 

hTscI ^ 3^1^ 'HlHtfi, ^^*4^1, rS'JlI^'l, Tlf%Z 't)l4^Rt RlSlcI ^ 'l^l '31IIJMI I 

sftr 71TOT WT 3TftiftmR ^ «rRi 36 ^ 3WU (12) .OT '5Rm Tiftwmf ^ 'smftT i|i^ ■=[? ■^tw ^tTctI 
% [4> •3'=t(T *frS(^ % 3>i^ 5^ ‘7^ %oio'fn ski Ri«&i'ti, fs'3Ti5'i%3i^tik3ftT 'BTft'TimTft'^, f^TR^ '3 «m 

HTSel f^fftmW 1%^ "miT't, [qpif^n ‘Srft *j<acii % "^I^n^ftTl ^ftr =hi4Mici'i % <sm<^<^i 'ft ^fft ^ 

lOoftr.TiT. 2 Tim TO “^" 100 10,000 TO'^^'ft Tirmm hihhh 3 fftTTmi (tt^) ^ftr 5 Tim'qT' 3 Ti^ 3 ftTO% 

*'f* •qm%%T^500^ io,oooTO^^ft*^fTTWim^3ftTTmi (T^^)TT%?T50f^.iiT, TO^3TfTO?m^mm^f aftr 
•qn 1x10^, 2x10^ ■*iT 5x10^, % f, '5itTOm^’*n^'WTO''jyif^'qT'?l^%'Tm5^f t 

[-R^. 4 21 ( 32 5 )/2005 ] 

4t. "q, ftr^TO, f¥TO 







W : ■‘TP^ 18, 2006/?5l^ 27,J227 

New Delhi, the 28th February; 2006 

S.O. 1040;- —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the models described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over period of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions. 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act. the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of. non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Baby Weighing Machine) with digital indication belonging to medium accuracy (Accuracy 
class-lll) of ‘SAT-B’ series with brand name “ SATVIK” (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by 
M/s Satvik Scale Industries, No. 10, Chamcham Industrial Estate. Near Azad Nagar. Bhandar(E), Thane, Maharastra 
and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/05/I043: 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Baby Weighing 
Machine). Its maximum capacity is 20kg and minimum capacity 200g. The value of verification scale interv'al (c) is lOg. 
It has a tare device w ith a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz ahemative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 



Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity upto 50 kg. with 
verification scale interval (n) in Ihe range of 100 to 10.000 for ‘e' value of lOOmg to 2g and with verification scale 
inten al (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x 10*". 2x 10*' or 5x 10\ where 
k being a posiUve or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same naanufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, desigq arid with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 


IF. No. WM-21(235)/2005I 
R A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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^ 1t^ ^rfSRT TT^ ■^‘) ^ PHsfT ■srfMf^, 1976 C1976 ^ 60) 7T«n W 3^k ^ PHsfi 

^ 3T^^Tt^) fro, 1987 % % 3T3^ t ^ ^ w ^ ^^rmr t f^ wm: ^ apsrf ^^ hI 3^ Tfs^ 

^’■TTsIlTT wmi 7?^ 3fn:.f¥'^ "iTfRT ■5W7 7^; 

m:, 37^,%^7-17^ “JSPT 3Trul^'^7R ^ ^^TTT 36 (7) -sIr^? 7RT ( 8) ^ ^ ^iFW^lTIPTFI^ fTT 

'^TTTf TTlf^T^ TTW-IO, Ti^, 3TFSTK W %’'qT7T, {tJ^ ), -Srot, R?17P? PlPil% 

^«n«i?n( wsmr^-111) ^“1^7^311 tt" T<^%''3iTO-7i5^7ff^3T7*T^eT?Tm (fTT^^Ttgi^r^rf^ cTtc^ 

■R^') ''TTTf^” t (1^ W'wf) afirf^ 

3TT| TT^ :^/09/2005/1044 W f, 3ft7 t I 



Tnfrf^fRT T5TTRT7^^^3Tr^1Tf^317c|T:|irdd (fTT^^TT^lf^tl ^sqf^ 

) mTH % i ^RRTl 200 f%.7n. t 3fR fiRRTI 1 fT.m f I 7lr*1IHH MIHHH «RKId (t) ^ '*71^ 

SOTTRtl 

j'TiTfiq'^i ^ % 3Tf?T^ ■'=pt ^nzT^ % fYirr ^ Tf^ % hI f%7n ■snriT 

^ 75TR^ Tirofl, ^^TT^tcn, 7tf%e '^^Tfr %sir{ 37Tf^ % 3TTW^ -97 ^5TTt^ | 

3117 7T7^ ^ ^ ^JTTT 36 ^ ( '(2) §i7T TT^ ^l^PlY TRlPT ^ fET -RtW T^tIT 

t ^ Tfer % ai'fi'HKH % ITT iTR?? % 3 TirYt 3ttI *?i7i TRifri^:^, -fewi % ^flr ^ TTFnfr'^ 

■•3^ 3T^fTtfen"Rf^ TtpW % M¥^ ^ ^{TIcfT % '^ fl '^, 3fR ^FtmcPI % <fl^ 3H°hT» l 'hI ^ 

5 m ^ i ‘ ’ iTH%%tt 500 ^ 10,000 cT^ TTc^TT^ SRfTI^ ( 1 t^ ) Tlf^ 100 f%. TH. afrr 200 fT.m 

rr^ Ti 3Tf^TWT f 3;frT xiO^, 2 >-10"^ ^ 5 xtQ^ % f, ^ ^HirH=6 ^ ife«ll^'+) T^lF=+i'^TT % TIM^cr'T 

'^1 


[Pil. 7?. ^^TnT~2l(235)/2005] 
T. p. fjjii^f^, RTT 
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New Delhi, the 28th Febnian. 2(K)6 

S.O. 1041.—Whereas the Central Government after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformitv’ with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act. 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions: 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections(7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of non-amoniatic weighing instrument 
(Coin operated Person Weighing Machine) with digital indication of “‘SCON" series of medium accuracy (Accuracy 
class-IU) and w ith brand name “SATVIK” (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s Saivik Scale 
Industries. No. 10. Chamcham Industrial Estate. Near Azad Nagar. Bhandar(E). Thane. Maharastra and which is 
assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/1044: 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell non-automatic weighing instrument (Coin operated Person 
Weighing Machine) with a maximum capacity of 200kg and minimum capacity of 1kg. The verification scale inteiv al 
(e) is 50g. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 

Further, in e.xercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity' above 100kg. and up to 
200 kg with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for e' value of 5g. or more and with 'e value 
of 1 10^, 2 X10*= or 5x 10\ k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-2i(235)/2005| 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Direaor of Legal Metrology 


[P/\RT li—S ec. 3(ii)] 


) T} 1E GAZETTE OF INDIA: MARCH 18. 2(XJ6/PHALGUNA 27.1927 

^ 28 2006 

7 ?^ ftqre n mscT 3TTfi? ■^‘) -sfR ^ 1976 (1976 ^ 60) •sfn: bh -ctpbt 

(TTT^ 1987 % t ^ ^ f % WWR 'SFltTT ^ 3?^ ■^' ^ ^5^ W5B 

■’i^-TT5'kT v^lTT #3 WtB -qf^-erW if 7?^^ ^ ^ITcTT 7^; 

m-., 5T!vf, %^T?1 ^^TRI 36^7R-^1RI(7) (8)IRT T^ir4tl4f ^ ^ ^ 

cfTioTiF ! 0, WePT '311^ ^ %'TO. ( tJ. ), -^T^, W1 NM^Id 

(715'415'im^F Hi} ^’’i^^iT^Trr'qT” sTT^ifeid 

t(f5T^fTFr' 3T^Tft^f^3TT^T^^/09/05/1045 

fe-B W f, ST^tTFB Wq '-F^ wr 3ik 7Bn%cT TOft t I 

■-3-B -irfe^ (--fr^r ^ arrft^ ^*) ^ BT ^ SITBIb 

t i 'irmh 3 iNwi mm 300 % #1: mm 2 %.TTr. 1 1 wmm himmu mmm (t) ^ ^ 100 m 1 1 



Bathroom SCf=xoE 


•JBBqrr ^ % '^^Nb % 3Tf¥t^ BTTh ^ cfBTHJtjj % %tT 73tB% % f^ Ht WRB 3 |r 

BTSB ^ TflHill, B«TTst?n, Tife ^\(sil, fw^id 3TTf^ % 3TTW BC BTT^ 1 

3^ %7#q TPCTR ^ WT 36 ^ (12)^ TBtT VlRd^l ^ 3P?FT ^ ^ BBlt 

% 1^ 3^Al^%3T5%T%^3rB^--q^ % 3Brf?T ^ 3lk TRI^ 

T<B 33^3?tfB ^ PihI'J! tptt t f¥¥^rcr "s# ^ B«TTs^i?n '6^14 4 wd % bwbt nt ^ 

5 TTf. B arfKBT % 500"^ 10,000 FI^^IHd mm (R^) 77%7T 100%. TTT. afn: 1000 

%.TTr. rBr% 3%4WT a% 1 X 10^ 2 X 10^ BT 5 X 10^ % f, % q ^ icq^^ ^u ifc ^cti t|B%3TT?|B 

% fiFgH'f ^ I 

[ BT. K :S5BiRH-21 ( 235 )/2005 ] 
B. -q. fTWTT^f^, %^VI=h, 1^4^ BN %!Fr 
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New Delhi, the 28th F^mary, 2006 

S.O. 1042.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of non-automatic weighing instrument 
(Person Weighing Machine) with digital indication of “SATP” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-111) and 
with brand name “SATVTK” (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s Satvik Scale Industries, No. 
10, Chamcham Industrial Estate, Near Azad Nagar, Bhandar(E)', Thane, Maharastra and which is assigned the approval 
mark IND/09/05/104S; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell non-automatic weighing instrument (Person Weighing 
Machine) with a maximum capacity of 300kg. and minimum capacity of 2kg. The verification scale interval (e) is lOOg. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc: 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 100kg. and up to 
1000 kg. with verfication scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value 
of 0^^. 2 X10^ or 5 X10^. k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 

manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(235)72005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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^.3?r. 1043.— 

■^' ^^f%T "RT^ (■^ ^ ^ "Rm "RTW 1976 C 1976 ^ 60) tT^T ^ "RIR "RTW 

(TifScif ^ 1987 % % 31^^ t 'Sftr TR ^ ^ t % dMIflK ^ 3T^ ifeT 

^sstrTT T#RT ^ f2TfM'*=T TTR^ ^ WT 7^^; 

^;, 3^^, WT3Tfvf^^«TRr36^'3R~«TRr (7) 3?k(8)^ ^TPltn^fir^71^ 

Mirr<^^ ^*<SHi~lO, ^Tpn^"R tt^%"RTO, (T)* ♦T^Ki'^’SKT "R^RR 

(RqT«kT^-III) rit^ (%RRRJTT) %Rf5^3fii, f^RT^ ^ 

^RIR ‘‘^Rlf^’' t(1^^ ^ ^^ •R?'- e| | c^ ' >5iiRl R TS^ feftg T RRl f) 3Ty? ti; R f%g^ 1^:^/09/2005/1046 ’ RRa ' ^fa^l 

fRvRT RRT %, 3T^RtixRirRM-R^r ■3 trI -sik yRnfvTfl "t I 

<34ci HlSCt (R^ ijt R^ '3ii^fn ) i^oh *'l'Si RRjTTRTT RTR ■^ci R^l (^TR H«f>[< «hl) ifl^R% I 

5^4)1 3TfR45RR'SiTRRT 2000 f^.RT. "t 3^h: '^HtlR StFRIT 40 %.m f I ^TJRTRR RTRRH dfRIOcI (T^) ^ RH 200 TITR f I "SIR^ RR?" 
33T^R3,<rH t rilR4n !?M yRlJ^lff s?4«hc^H[T^«fi‘ RlftcT ^RfT^^jJHR RRfR^ 11f43T9l RlTjf rWRR fTRTR 

<JH{;rvf4 WT11 230 3;ftT 50 ^ TI6q!R?ff m! WIR^ R5T^ 11 



^RT^qR %'5^T4)R % 3lfRfm R^fH ^ RPTJ^ ’sq^FT^' % 1^ Rt fW ^11^ 

HT^CI RWiil, R«ff«hn, f^'3!l§i, Rf%3 ^^'^TSTT, RJI^RiTTl fR3H 3Rf^ % STIRR RT R^ ^5TI1^ I 

^ Rft RTR 36 Rft -JR-RR! (12) 'm ^ '^if^ R5T R%T RR^ ^ Rl? RtRRT RR^ 

t % ^Rf5cT%aT^Rl<^%TRWR~RR %3 (tA - 3 # f^Wm^RT fe^TT^R % 3T^RTT 3^'3# RT H lft ^ f^TR^ 

^iT^Rtf^ RT5^ RR fRRW RRT t IrPh^^ ^13R1T % ^ ^ RRT«iRT a^tr ^i4rI^R % 3M4>T i] Mt ^ “Sit 

5RT. RTRR^arfRRi-^ “^'’RH^f^SOO-^lO.OOO^rTRft^-^R^RTRRatRR^ (l^) R%(T 50 10,000 RRjRft ^'^RcRm 

RTRRH mm (TH) 50 %.RT. it arf^RT 5000 %.RT. RRi ^ arfRRHR ^RH RT^ f aftr RH 1 x 10^, 
2 X 10 ^ RT 5 X 10^ % f, -Rt RdW4) RT RtunWRi RT f I 

[R5I. R. :S25!^T^R-21 (235 )/2005 ] 
it. 1^. fv’snFjft, ■pT^^, PifRR? R1R iRilH 
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New Delhi, the 28th Fd)niary, 2006 

S.0.1043.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use aiKl to render accurate'service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of non-automatic weighing instrument 
(Crane type) with digital indication of “S/ffC” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) and with brand name 
“SATVIK” (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s Satvik Scale Industries, No. 10, Chamcham 
Industrial Estate, Near Azad Nagar, Bhandar(E), Thane, Maharastra and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/05/1046; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Crane type) with 
a maximum capacity of 2000kg. and minimum capacity of 4kg. The verification scale interv'al (e) is 200g. It has a tare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230V, 50Hz alternate current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50kg. and up to 
5000 kg. with verfication scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value 
of 1 xlO^". 2><10^or 5xl0'‘, k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said a|^>roved 
model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(235)/20051 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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1044.—% 

-qts^l 37T^^‘) ^ 3flT WT 1976 (1976 ^60) (Ten ^ 31^ Tn^r-qm? 

(♦iT'SCril •arqqt^) f^PTq, 1987 % ^T?T qfJ’ % 1% d’llnn iPii'i ^ 'ft hTs^ 

■q^TPiftn TliFTT 3fk Wrq ft' 39^=w wi wi t^; 

3T^:, 3T^ m^jR, 3q?T3Tr<ft^m^^36^'5q-*TRi (7) 3ft^'3q-*7Ri (s) ^ ?rf£w4f ^Tpftq^ 

q^3nT^Tn7^%Tii^, ftn^ 5RqT«ii ^ I^ft¥ftw'T«w^eTT«ftn^ (^s!iT«mT 

^-III) ^ TTf!^ Tftm ■q#T-’5ft ^ iro) % "qfs^ ^ ^ 

^ #^f^31^»ftirTf^ 3TT^ 1^^/09/2006/34 TTT^ftf^^qr 
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New Delhi, the 2Sth Frfmiaiy, 2006 

S.O. 1044 .—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, thereft^re, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the» certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Mechanical Platform Machine-Pro-Weight T^) with analogue indication of medium accuracy 
(Accuracy class-III) and with brand name “JEET*’ manufactured by M/s Royal Scale Co., Ladwa Road, Near 
New Anaj Mandi, Pipli, Kurukshetra, Haryana and which is assigned the approval mark lND/09/06/34; 



The said Model is a mechanical type lever based non-automatic weighing instrument (mechanical platform 
machine-i)ro-weight type) with a maximum capacity of SOOkg and minimum capacity of 2kg. The verification scale 
interval (e) is lOOg. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50kg. and up to 
1000kg with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value 
of 10'', 2x10''or 5x10'', k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufecturer 'm accordance with the same principle, design and with tte same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured, 

[F. No. WM-21(329)/2005] 
P.A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Mctrolog\' 
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New Delhi, the 28th Pobniaiy, 2006 


8.0. t048.~WhenutheC>tttralOoveniiwiit.aftero(mii<leriiigtheieponn^ 

Authority, it Mtlffted that the model deioM ht HmiaM report (lee the figure given below) ie in oonformity with the 
proviiioni of the Sttndardi of Weighu and Meaniiei Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standaidi of Weighu and 
Meaaurei (Approval of Modeli) Rulei, 1987 and the aaid model is likely to maintain its accumey over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therelbre, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections(7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Oovemmem hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Wsigh bridge type) with digital indication of **S-225'' series of medium accuracy (Accuracy 
Class-Ill) and with brand name *'MAXIM**(berein8fter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s Sakthi 
Weigh Tech. No. 22,’ S.N, High School. Opposite Scallter School. Tlrunelveii-627 001, Tamil Nadu and which is 
assigned the approval mark JND/09/D5/785; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Weighbridge 
type) with a maximum capacity of60,000kg and minimum capacity of 200kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 10kg. 
It has a tare device with a loo per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display 
indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 \blts, 50 HerU alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exorcise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this cehificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and perfbmuinoe of same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and up 
to 150 tonne with verification scale interval (n) in the rapge of 500 to 10,000 for *e' value of 5kg. or more and with ‘e’ 
value of 1X10^ 2x 10‘^or 5X10'^. where k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by 
the same manufiicturer in gccordanoe with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said 
approved model has been manufhetured. 

[F.No. WM-21(289)/2004] 
P.A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.Ot 1046.—Whereas the Central Government, alter ooniidering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said r^>ort (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintaiin its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confcrrod by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of "SP” scries of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-ill) 
and with brand name "MAXIM” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured 1^ M/s. Sakthi Weigh 
tbeh, No. 22, S.N. High School, Ofmosite Scaffter School, TiFunelve)i^27 001, Ihmil Nadu and which is assigned the 
a|g)ioval mark INDA)9/05/305; 



The ^td Model is a strain gauge type load ceil based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) 
with a maximum capacity of 1000kg. and minimum capacity of 4 kg. The verification scale interval (e> is 200 g. It has 
a tare device with a 100 per cem subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 \blts, 50 Hert^ alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers confened by sub-Section (12) of section 36 of the said Act, the (Antral 
Govcinment hereby declares that this certificate of approval of tbs said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performaitoe of same series with maximum c^)acity above SO kg. and up to 
5000 kg. with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for 'e* value of 5 g. or more and with 'e* 
value of I lO'^, 2 ^ 10'‘ or 5 ^ 10“, where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the 
same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said 
approved model has been manufactured. 

(F.No.WM-21(289)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOOBTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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w^twwirinr<ia> 2006/^wy27>iw 

New Delhi, the 28th Febniary, 2006 

S.O. 1(M7.--Wheteu the CentnlOovenunent, after ooniideriiig the nportfubnatt^ 
authority, ii latiifled that the model deacribed in the laid report (leeHhe figure given below) ia in conformity with the 
proviiiona of the Standarda of Weight! and Meaaurei Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standard! of Weighti and 
Meaauiea (Approval of Model!) Rulei, 1987 and the laid model la likely to maintain ita accuracy over period! of 
auatained uie and to render aocurate aervice under varied oondltloni; 

Now, therefore, in exeroiae of the poweri conforred by aub-aectlonf (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the laid Act, 
the Central Oovemment hereby iiiuea and publiihea the certificate of approval of the modal oi non-automatic 
weighing initrument (Table top type) with distal indication of **ST leriei of medium accuracy (Accuracy clafa-III) 
and with brand name **MAXIM** (hereinafter referred to as the laid model), manufoctured by M/i. Sakthi Weigh 
Tbch, No. 22, S.N. High School, Opposite Scaftter School, Tirunelveli-627001, Tamil Nadu and which ii aeslgned the 
approval mark IND/09/2(X)5/304, 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity of 100 g. The verification scale interval (e) is 5 g. It has a 
tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub'^tion (12) of Section 36 (rf the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to SO kg. with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 of 10,000 for *e’ value of 100 mg to 2g and with verficiation scale 
interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5 g or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 Itf*, 2x10*^ or 5x lOS 
where k is a positive or negative v^le number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 

P? No. WM-21(289)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAM<X®THY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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25 

0060-00 


6 

0023-00 


73 

0001-00 


74 

0002-00 


5 

0002-00 


4 

0001-00 


75 

0001-00 


90 

0001-00 


89 

0027-00 


91 

0033-00 


70 

0015-00 


93 

000050 


95 

000050 


94 

. 002600 


96 

001800 


99 

0041-00 


106 

003900 


102 

002800 


103 

0001-00 


128 

0043-00 


127 

0033-00 


124 

0062-00 


201 

001800 


199 

0032-00 


200 

004000 


194 

0002-00 


191 

003200 




w 

220 

0014-00 


279 

0035-00 


278 

0035-00 


377 

003800 


326 

0024-00 


448 

0054-00 


447 

0059-00 


533 

0027-00 


532 

002000 


33 

0041-00 


35 

0005-00 


36 

0002-00 


1 

01-79-00 


2 

002000 


3 

0031-00 


7 

0068-00 


OOlOOO 


29 

004)4-00 


31 

0001-00 


32 

00-80-00 


40 

0030-00 

73Tf^ 

68 

00214)0 


55 

01-39-00 


2 

00094)0 


48 

004)24)0 


81 

0061-00 


63 

00734)0 


37 

00054X) 


38 

004)3-00 


66 

0002-00 


40 

00064)0 


22 

00-594X) 


21 

00134)0 


66 

00654)0 


90 

00694)0 


13 

0O634X) 


15 

00174)0 


14 

00454)0 


16 

0001-00 


17 

00204)0 


1 

00384)0 


8 

(K)4)94)0 


9 

004)64X) 


10 

00014)0 


7 

00064X) 


[m 'fT. T^H-14014/23/05/^.it. ( 'FT-I) ] 
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MFMSIRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS 

New Delhi, the 8th March, 2006 

S.O, 1048.— Whereas by notification of the 
Govenunent of India in the Ministrv’ of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas number S.O. 1696dated 12-^-2003, No. S.O. 
.2059.2060 and 2061 dated 22-7-2003, No. S.O. 2381 and 
2.382 dated 12-8-2003, 2461 dated 19-08-2003, No. S.O. 
694 (E) dated i4A>-2004. No. S O. 740 (E) dated 25-6-2004 
and .No S O, 858(E) dated 29-7-2004 issued under sub¬ 
section (i) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 
1962 ( .50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), 
the Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule 
.appended to that notification for the purpose.of laying 
pipeline for the transportation of natural gas through 
Dahej-Ha/.ira-Uran Dhabol Pipeline Project in the State 
of Maharashtra, a pipeline should be laid by the GAIL 
(India) Liinitcck 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette 
notifications ^^c^c made available to the public from 
20-9-2003 to 21-11-2003 and 16-6-2004 to 16-8-2004 and 
12-8-20( )4 to 12-9-2004 and 01 -07-2004 to 01-12-2004: 

.And whereas the objections received from the 
public to llic laying of the pipeline have been 
considered and disallowed by the competent authoritj': 

And \\hercas the co-mpetent authority has, 
under Sub-scction (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, 
submitted report to the Central Government; 

-And \\hereas the Central Government, after 
considering the said report and on being satisfied that 
the said land is required for laying the pipeline, has 
decided lo acquire the right of user therein; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by Sub-scction (1) of Section 6 of the said 
.Act. the Ccnlrai Government hereby declares that the 
right of user in the land specified in the Schedule 
appended lo (Ins notification is hereby acquired for 
laving llic pipciiiic. 

And. further, in e.xcrcise of the powers 
conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the said Act, 
the Central Go\ criuneiu hereby directs that the right of 
user in (he land for Ia> ing the pipeline shall, instead of 
vesting in the Ccnlrai Government, vest, on the date of 
the publication of the declaration, in (he GAIL (India) 
Limited, proposing to la>' the pipeline and llicrcupon the 
right of such user in the land shall, subject lo the terms 
and conditions so imposed, vest in the GAIL (India) 
Limited, free from all encumbrances. _ 


SCHEDULE 


Distpot 

Tehsil 

Village 

Survey 

No. 

Area to be 
acquired for 
ROU(In 
Hectare) 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Raigad 

Panvel 

3^kadi 

146 

00-19-00 



Nitalas 

245 

00-23-00 




247/0 

00-31-00 




248/2 

00-35-00 




250/0 

00-31-00 




252/0 

00-05-00 




257/0 

00-20-00 




258/0 

00-03-00 




259/0 

00-30-00 




261/0 

00-13-00 



Moho 

14/0 

00-20-00 




16/1 

00-14-00 




16/2 

00-06-00 




19/4A 





19/4B 

00-37-00 




19/4D 





25/2 

00-02-00 




25/3A, B 

00-22-00 




25/4 

00-17-00 




42/0 

00-12-00 




59/1 

00-12-00 




59/4 

00-14-00 




59/5 

00-14-00 




64/4 

00-12-00 




64/3 

00-08-00 




76/2 

00-16-00 




77/1 

00-15-00 




77/2 

OO-M-OO 




77/4 

00-05-00 




77/5 

00-07-00 




85/1 

00-28-00 



Chindran 

26/4 

00-21-00 




26/3 

00-31-00 




26/6 

00-10-00 




30/2 

00-17-00 

Thana 

Amber- 

Ambhe 

70/AP 

0a-27-(K) 


nath 


17/3P 

()0-064X) 




74/3P 

(XV15-(K) 




3/4/2P 

(X)-03-(K) 




3/4/1P 

(XM)14H) 




79/3P 

(X)-15-(X) 




26/2P 

(X)-22-(X) 




79/2P 

(XEIO-tX) 




[^n—3(ii)] _ MroT^WrT:'m^18, 2006/W^27, 1927 __2^ 

1 2 3 4 5 I 2 3 4 5 

Thana Amber- Ambhe 16/6P 00-14<K) Thana Amber- ChikhaloUStf> OO-WWX) 


19/lP 

00-14^ 

nath 32/3P 

0027-00 

80/6P 

00-054)0 





32/2P 

002600 

Sakharoli 23/2 

00-05-00 



21/0 

00-17-00 

32/lP 

0027-00 

25/0 

00-01-00 

1/lP 

001500 

23/1 

00-3600 

162P 

0002-00 

27/0 

00-174)0 

163/3P 

0003-00 

29/0 

00-17-00 

163/lP * 

0032-00 

32/4 

00-1600 

163/2P 

000400 

3(V1 

000900 

157P 

0042-00 

Kushivali 80/2 

00-13-00 

147P 

0010-00 

103 

00-0500 

142/8P 

0002-00 

68 

0001-00 

142/7P 

0007-00 

79/1 

00-5600 





T.Line 

000800 

81/3 

00-5300 





\ACP 

0023-00 

9yi. 

00-28-00 



91/7 / 


13(F 

001000 



52P 

0072-00 

93/1 

00-2600 



90/IP 

00-1600 

Kalyan Rayate 92 

000400 

90/2 

00-1300 

93 

0008-00 

90/4 

0006-00 

80/5 

0001-00 

87/1 

00-1600 

80/5 

0006-00 

87/2 

000900 

53/0 

0003-00 

86/5 

00-2200 

99P 

0017-00 

86/6 

00-1000 

Titwala 43 

0024-00 

86/3 

00-1200 

Runde 87 

0043-00 

86/1 

000900 

Ghotsai 28 

0002-00 

85/2 

00-3500 

56 

0047-00 

85/1 

00-1300 

Mhaskal 134/0 

003000 

80/3 

00-1300 





Apt! 78/3P 

0003-00 

81/4 

00-2300 

(Choun) 


Wadi 22/lP 

00-20-00 

66 

0001-00 

23P 

0004-00 

82 

001500 

193/P 

00-3300 





Jambhul 58 

004000 

18/3P 

00-3100 

Moholi 


19tf 

00-15-00 





Chincha- 15/5P 

0001-00 

197P 

00-26-00 

wall 


25P 

0002-00 

17/7 

0002-00 

26P 

0005-00 

Vasant 54 

003000 

21/lP 

004500 

Shelavali 


1^ 

0007-00 

Bhiwandi Anhe 2B 

0001-00 

21/4P 

002000 

59 

0003-00 
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Thana Bhiwandi Borivali 37/14 00-294)0 

38/9 00-13-00 

Kiiaw^ 140/1 00-15*00 

140/2 0007-00 

140^ b ( V 22-00 

140/4 00-11-00 

126/3 0007-00 

126/4 0003-00 

102/2 00-2700, 

133 0001-00 

Padghe 24P OOOlOO 

Jamt^aliOO 0005-00 
44/5 0007-00 

71 000800 

37/1 000800 

37/2 000500 

37/3 00-25-00 

29 00-1500 

Dighashi 182/0 0002-00 

173/2 0007-00 

173/3 0002-00 

173/4 000400 

173/5 00-12-00 

173/7 0001-00 

173/8 0001-00 

173/9 0001-00 

173/10 000200 

77/1 0001-00 

77/2 00-17-00 

77/3 0002-00 

77/4 0005-00 

77/^ 000600 

85/8 000400 

85/9 00-1600 

85/10 00-16-00 

85/11 00-1500 

85/12 00-1200 

2/1 0001-00 

2/2 00-12-00 

2/3 0002-00 

2/4 00-16-00 

2/5A 00-14-00 

158/2 0002-00 

158/3 0004-00 

_ 158 ^ 00-1000 


5 • 

Thana Bhiwandi Dighashi 158/10 00-11-00 

160/1 00-15-00 

203A) 0004-00 

39/15 0001-00 

39/16 0005-00 

39/21 00-2300 

39/19 00-13-00 

39/20 000600 

39/22 0003-00 

117/1 00-3600 

117/2 000600 

117^A 00-15-00 

117/3B 0002-00 

imC 00-1300 

117/3D 00-1600 

117/3E 0002-00 

124/1 00-36-00 

124/2M 00-65-00 

2A+5B 

124/9 00-36-00 

Wada Kharivali 320 00-81-00 

323 0041-00 

324 00-27-00 

3 00-11-00 

290 00-28-00 

325 0008-00 

213 000800 

328 00-37-00 

288 00^13-00 

287 00-2000 

286 00-28-00 

269 000400 

265 00-1000 

263 0O.37-(X) 

264 (K)-25-00 

56 (X)-36-00 

57 00-16-00 

76 00-36-00 

75 0006-(X) 

78 00-71-00 

79 000800 

91 00-1000 

267 0(K)9-00 

90 00-16-00 

266 0002-00 







2006/W^ 27,. 1927 


2319 


1 

Thana 


Thana 


Wada Kharivali 89 00-204X) 

117 00-75-00 

115 0(M)9^ 

116 0(M)l-00 

144 00-22-00 

147 00-22-00 

145 00-23-00 

142 0043-00 

137 0063-00 

268 0064-00 

Mkram- Ghanede 39 02-65-00 


Chinch- 

87 

0095-00 

ghar 


90 

00-71-00 


91 

00-2600 

Apti 

53 

00-12-00 

Budnik 


51 

00-2000 


46 

00-14-00 


45 

00-1600 


43 

00-13-00 


42 

0001-00 


41 

0041-00 


40 

00-21-00 


39 

0007-00 


30 

006700 


29 

0001-00 


27 

00-3600 


26 

0001-00 


24 

00-15-00 


23 

0000-50 


25 

006000 


6 

00-23-00 


73 

0001-00 


74 

000200 


5 

0002-00 


4 

0001-00 


75 

0001-00 


90 

0001-00 


89 

00-27-00 


91 

00-33-00 


70 

00-1500 


93 

0000-50 


95 

0000-50 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 

Thana Mkram- 

Apti 

94 

00-2600 

ghad 

Budnik 

96 

00-18-00 



99 

0041-00 



106 

003000 



102 

0028-00 



103 

0001-00 



128 

0043-00 



127 

0033-00 



124 

00-62-00 


Kurze 

201 

001800 



199 

0032-00 



200 

004000 



194 

0002-60 



191 

0032-00 



220 

0014-00 



279 

0035-00 



278 

0035-00 



377 

003000 



325 

0024-00 



448 

0054-00 



447 

00594)0 



533 

0027-00 



532 

002000 

Dahanu 

Bandhan 

33 

0041-00 



35 

0005-00 



36 

0002-00 



1 

01-79-00 



2 

002000 



3 

0031-00 



7 

0068-00 


Haladpada28 

OOlOOO 



29 

0004-00 



31 

0001-00 



32 

008000 



40 

003000 


Khaniv 

68 

0021-00 



55 

01-394)0 



2 

00094)0 



48 

0002-00 



81 

00614)0 



63 

00734)0 



37 

0005-00 



38 

0003-00 



66 

014)2-00 



40 

006000 



22 

0059-00 



21 

0013-00 



66 

0065-00 



90 

00694)0 


Torani 

13 

,00634)0 



15 

0017-00 



14 

00454)0 



16 

0001-00 
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1 2 3 4 5 


Thana Dahanu Torani 17 

00-204)0 

1 

00-384X) 

8 

004)94X) 

9 

0(M)64)0 

10 

004)14)0 

7 

0OO64X) 


[F. No. L-140I4/23/2005-G.P(Pt-I)] 
S.B. MANDAL, Under Secy. 


8 2006 

1049.— 

^ 8h4)J| % m 3T5h) 3jf%rf^, 

1962 (1962 ^ 50) (1^ 

W ^ t) ^ ^ 3 ^ 3WT (1) % ^ W 






■pR 

7?^^. 

3?TC3^r.-^ 3T^?T 

^ (t^, -4) 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

7J7?? 



■ 4 ?^ 

0(U)5-66 


51/70 I 

51/71 / 00-51-55 

63/93 'j 

63/94 L 00-15-18 

63/95 J 

56/80 00-54-53 

57/81-31 T 

57/81-^ j 00-37-33 

44/38 0(V39-43 

004)4-92 


711^ % 3ik yi^Rr^ % ^ 

^.3n. 417(31), cTRPa, 29'm^, 2004 3^)711.^.31?, 1349(3?), 
cni)^ 9 2004 -511 

'jfH WJ ^ 

T^sft7T-'37PT ^ 'TO HI59cri(?4f % y|<^[d<=h ^ % 

Rm, Riwi^ %" R?i( 

3lf?Rn7 ^ 31^ ^17^ % 3rT% 3i|^iR cp) tilTbCJK ^ sft; 

3f)7 "3^ 3ifi?7j^ ^ «R(iT ^ cnftisr 

18-5-2004 19-2-2005 ^ sff; 

3f)7 ^PHn '5?^? 31?^' 

TT7 3f)77r^ 3R35n?T 

^RRT’Rirt; 

3f|7 71^ T?Tfy^ %, "3^ 3lft|f^ ^ tiro 6 ^ 

( 1) % 3?#? 717^ ^ 31TT?ft ^ 

3^)7 TIT^iR %, R'^l^ Ri'«(K s^<.^ % 

3^7 ^ 7RTVPT IX "3^ ^ '4' 4I5Mdl§^’ % 

%17 31^f^ %, ■ 37 ?^ % 3lfti?^ 31^ ^51^ 

f^t; 

31??; 31^, 7?72?n7, 3lft7fw? ^ VRT 6 ^ 

3t?-VT7r (1) ^ Tlfwf ^ ^ ^ ^ -etTW 

Wt t f% ^ 3lfti?7j;^ 7T?FT 3T57J^ »jfil 

f^^T% % "RT^ % 3Tft7^ ^ 3rjH f^R? ^3???TT 

t; 

3f)7, ^7*6K, 3lf^r'f«R ^ «?T7T 6 ^ "S^-^nTT 

(4) ^ VlRw^f ^ ^7cl ^ Rf^VI ^cO t% HI54tHf5^ 

% Rri^, 3 h4|m 3if%Ri?7, fH <h 1'^''|1 % v»<=W7i’i 

aiOo 7i7«hi< Rif^fi % «(> 11117 , 

f^^?^ ^ «^iq ^ 57 % ) fcifw^S Pff^Ti "^Wt 

3f)7 ^ 3 h4)o ^ 3if%?^, ^ ym 3ift?7rf^ 

FRNif 3?k ip??? % 3?EfR ^ 7 ?^ Riormf ^ -g^, % 
( ^r»CT l) R? f ^5 ^'RT%?T#TTt 


32/43 1 


32/44 J' 

00-29-84 

31/36 ^ 


31/37 1 


31/38 r 

0037-20 

31/39 j 


30/35-31 ] 

L 

30/35-^ J 

r 00294)3 

24/26 

001841 

25/32-31 > 


25/32-^ 

0000-22 

25/31 

> 

25/30 J 


23/30 ■] 


23/27 y 

0013-81 

23/25 J 


20/23 

0004-06 

15/19-31 

0071-23 

17/20 

004)146 

7J71TT 

0005-90 

12/17-31 ^ 

12/17-^ J 

0012-15 

111/31.1. 

0062-92 

177 



004)7-53 

135/210-^ 

00-6449 

140/213 

0024-17 

133/211-31 ] 

133/211-^ 

r )046-35 

131/207-31 

131/207-^ 

00-71-70 

130206 

(KK)3-13 

111/31-1-177 0077-63 

■ 4 ?^ 

000641 


07-96-24 


[WTII—3(ii)] 2006/W5^T27, 1927 


1 2 3 4 5 

42/2 1 
42/1 J 
42/1 I 
42/2 J 
43 / 2 -^ 

43 / 1 -^ 

43/3 
43/4 
43/5 

44/1-^ 

44/1 

44/2 
44/3 

45 

36 

38/1 ] 

38/2 t 
38/3 J 

37 
22 
34/1 

34 / 1 .^ 

34/2 

33 

33/1-^ 

33/1/^ 

33/2.M 
33/3 
33/4 
33/5 

77/1 ] 

77/2 t 
77/3 J 

78 

79 

^ 04-21-19 

[ m ■??. -14014/23/2005 'sft. ’’ft. () ] 

1^. 

New Delhi, the 8th March, 2006 

S,0 1049. — Whereas by notification of the 
GovcrnmeAt of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas number S.O. 417(E), dated the 29th March, 
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2004 and No. S.O. n49(E). dalcd 9th December, 2004 
issued, under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipcluies (Acquisition of Right 
of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter 
referred to as the said Act), the Central Gcn^rnment 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the 
land specified in the Schedule appcvi.’ .d to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipelines for the 
transportotioil of natural gas tlnough Dalicj-Ha/ir-Uran 
and spur pipelines in the State of Gujarat by the GAIL 
(India) Limited; 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette 
notification were made available to the public on 
18-5-2004 and 19-2-2005; 

And whereas the objections received from the 
public to the laying of the pipeline have been 
considered and disallowed by the competent authority: 

And whereas -the competent authority has. 
under sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, 
submitted its report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, after 
considering the said report and on being satisfied that 
the said land is required for laying the pipeline, has 
decided to acquire the right of user therein: 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby declares that the right 
of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended 
to this notification is hereby acquired for laying the 
pipeline; 

And. further, in exercise of tlic powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act. the 
Central Government hereby directs that the right of user 
in the land for laying the pipeline shall, instead of 
vesting in the Centra! Government, vest, on the dam of 
the publication of the declaration, in the G.AIL (India) 
Limited, proposing to lay the pipeline and tlicrcupon the 
right of such user in the land shall, subject lo the terms 
and conditions so imposed. \cst in the GAIL (India) 
Limited, free from all encumbrances 


SCHEDULE 


District 

Jehsil 

Village 

Survey 

No. 

Area to be 
acquired for 
ROU(hi 
Hectare) 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Surat 

Choryasi 

Khazod 

Nala 

(K>05-66 




51/70 \ 





51/71 j 

00-51-55 


00-18-85 


004)6-56 

} 

00-31-40 


I 0(M0-79 

00-16-58 

000147 

0042-09 

00-23-88 

0044-26 

j> 00-5.3-19 


0008-85 


00-2144 

00-89-31 

00-22-52 


643 GI/2006—13 
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4 


Surat Chotyasi Khazpd- 63/93 
Contd. 


63/94 ; 

> 

00-15-18 

63/95 j 



56/80 


(XF54-53 

57/81-A 

L, 


57/81-B 

J 

00-37-33 

44/38 


0^>39-43 

Canal 


00/>4-92 

32/43 ] 



32/44 J 


00-29434 

31/36 



31,/37 


00-37-20 

31/38 

> 


31/39 J 



30/35- '] 



30/35- j 

1 

00-29-03 

24/26 


00-1841 

25/32-A 

1 


25/32-B 

r 

j 

(XMX)-22 

25/31 ] 



25/30 j 



23/30 



23/27 


(X)-13-81 

23/25 



20/23 


004)44)6 

15/19-A 


00-71-23 

17/20 


004)146 

Road 


0005-90 

12/17-A [ 


12/17-B 

f 

00-12-15 

111/A-l 

■ 1 

0002-92 

177 

1 


Cart Track 

004)7-53 

135/210-B 

000449 

140/213 


{X)-24-17 

133/211-A ] 


133/211^ f 

00-46-35 

131/207-A 1 


131/207.B [ 

■ DO-71-70 

130/206 


0003-13 

lll/A-1-177 

00-7703 

Nala 


004)641 


SuT^t Choryasi Magdalla- 42/1 
Contd. 42/2 


00-18-85 


00-06-56 


> 00-31-40 


45 

36 

38/1 

38/2 

38/3 


7/1 I 

m L 


79 


TOTAL 


0040-79 

00-16-58 

0001-47 

0042-09 

00-23-88 

00-44-26 

00-53-19 


00-08-85 


00-21-44 

00«9-31 

00-22-52 


04-21-19 


[F. No. L-14014/23/05 G.P (Part-I)] 
S.B. MANDAL, Under Secy. 


Total 


07-96-24 
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: Wi 18, 2006/^TiTgg? 27, 1927 
14^,2006 

w.3ff. io5o.-N^5^t?i mim ^ WRwp (^ ^ ^ 

^finiyR VI aroN 3ifePriR.l962 (1962 vi 60)*^ sim 3 ^ (1) ^aisSN 

’IR?! 7Tvfm, ?ITft^ 6-8-2005 ^ TIVtRrT »IR?T WVR ^ 

*#1 aifirqjERT vr an. 2762 ?irfte 02-08-2005 ^ iri 
6lf&^j;eRl ^ ftlc5^ WT?IcI, '^Fm ^JSRTcr ^ ftPiRki 

^ ^ ^ TddR ^ ddIRHl ^ fin? aiftlcl 

Vnif^V I H gRT ^ T WVvj R ^ f^ 3lPrVR 

VT 31^ ^ 3iq^ 3n?ra ^ xitvm ^ sft. 

^ T3VT Slfir^p^ ^ llprai 07-09-2005 ^ vSFmi ^ -groai 

^ ; 


ITOT UlR<f)|^ ^ T3VT aifePm ^ 8IRI 6 ^ TTT-^ (1) ^ ST#? WVR 

^ -^RVR ^ wm fWfe ^ TR^ ^^RRH ^ -nV % 

aift^^Ri ^ vJMmd arg^ ^ RPiRm ^ -4 vt arRvR siftfci uoi?; 

am:, 3R, 'HTcbK >3VT 3 jPiPrR ^ STRT 6 ^ Tjq-tlRT (1) efRTTRdvftd^ VT 

wiF\ ^ ^ xitvm v>r^ % filp WRirri ^ fcnj ^ ^ 

aig^ “it ^ ^ wfm ^ arfevR vr ansN Rrt urrai % t 

#? *mvR ^arvi arfirpRR ^ «irt 6 ^ ( 4 ) ^ tr?t vnrtl^ 

^ Vg ^ % f^ ^arvf ^ ^ Tjq^fm VT 3 i1Wr -^RVR ^ 1 ¥|t?T ^ 

^ W2I ijRin arfro ^ g^itf ^rr hvi^ 

tft ^ cTT^ ^ l^lf^ ^ T 





pTcflT : 

jm : <^'*l<ld 



a^-^SRS'?T. 





1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


2313 

P2 

0 

01 

64 


2312 

-• 

0 

01 

18 


2315 


0 

05 

79 


2317 


0 

11 

97 


2316 

* 

0 

20 

91 


2314 

2 

0 

37 

39 


2335 

PI 

0 

36 

18 


2333 

PI 

0 

27 ' 

36 


2333 

P2 

0 

00 

01 , 


2334 

• 

0 

39 

40 


241 

- 

0 

38 

68 


2 

. 

0 

66 

29 


209 2/3 0 01 27 
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■gcTTHT 


208 

1 

0 

36 

80 

214 

- 

0 

25 

83 

215 


0 

11 

31 

230 

- . 

0 

05 

49 

237 

- 

0 

44 

43 

235 

- 

0 

07 

36 

242 

- 

0 

06 

83 

112 


0 

24 

42 

108 

2/1 

0 

29 

88 

109 

1/1/P 

0 

17 

12 

109 

1/2/P 

0 

16 

01 

109 

2 

0 

16 

49 

105 

P 

0 

35 

68 

104 

- 

0 

22 

90 

78 

2/P 

0 

20 

01 

78 

4/p 

0 

49 

81 

111 

- 

0 

00 

16 

106 

2/1 

0 

00 

03 

102 

- 

—, 9 - 

03 

37 


[m^T. 3TR-25pn/7/2006-3^^.3m.-I] 


%. r^fdihKi, 


New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 

s.o. 1050.—Whereas by the notification of the Government of India. Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas. S.O. 2762 dated 02-08-2005 under sub section 
(1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Government declared Its 
intention to acquire the right of oser in the land specified in the schedule 
Tehsil -Halol, Dist. Panchmqhal, gfate Gujarat, for the purpose of 
laying pipeline for the transportation of Petroleum Product from Koyali to 
Ratlam in the State of Gujarat by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited. 

And whereas, the copies of the said gazette notification were made available 
to the general public on 07-09-2005, 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub-section (1) pf sectjon 6 
of the said Act, submitted report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government after considering the said report is 
satisfied that right of user in the land specified in the schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of the 
section 6 of the said Act. the Central Government hereby declares that the 
right of user in the land specified in the Schedule annexed to this notification 
Is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline. 




[«IRn“3o^3(n)] 


^ Tm^ : 18, 2006/W^ 27, 1927 
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And further in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act. the Central Government hereby direct that the right of user in 
the said land ahall instead of vesting the Central Government,vests from the 
date of the publication of this declaration in the Indian oil corporation limited 
free from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


TehsllHalo! 

DietRanch Mahal 

State > Gujarat 

Name of Village 

Survey/Block NO. 

Sub-Dlvlslon NO. 

1 Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 1 

6 

Kanjari (Chandrapura) 

2313 

P2 

0 

01 

64 

2312 

- 

0 

01 

18 

2315 


0 

05 

79 

2317 

- 

0 

11 

97 

2316 

- 

0 

20 

91 

2314 

2 

0 

37 

39 

2335 

PI 

0 

36 

18 

2333 

PI 

0 

27 

36 

2333 

P2 

0 

00 

01 

< 2334 

- 

0 

39 

40 

241 

• 

0 

38 

68 

2 

- 

0 

66 

29 

2 oe 

2IZ 

0 

01 

27 

208 

1 

0 

36 

80 

. 214 

- 

0 

25 

83 

215 

- 

0 

11 

31 

230 

- 

0 

05 

49 

237 

- 

0 

44 

43 

235 

■- 

0 

07 

36 

242 

- 

0 

06 

83 

Muwala 

112 

- 

0 

24 

42 

108 

2/1 

0 

29 

88 

109 

1/1/P 

0 

17 

12 

109 

1/2/P 

0 

16 

01 

109 

2 

0 

16 

49 

105 

P 

0 

35 

68 

104 

- 

0 

22 

90 

78 

2/P 

0 

20 

01 

78 

4/P 

0 

49 

81 

111 

- 

0 

00 

16 

106 

2/1 

0 

00 

03 

102 

- 

0 

03 

37 


[F. No. R-2501 1/7/2006 -O.R.t 1 ] 
S. K. CHITKARA. Under Secy. 
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^ 14 2006 

gfT.arr. A, (’Jp! v3m41< I 

SffiRPR ^ 31#! STfePpH! 1962 (1362 3fT 5')>^ ^RT 3 # (1) ^ 3I#T 

viiri^, i?Rfr TOm, cirfta 6-8-2005 ^ TOiftm ’tfrt ' ^>ea>R ^ ^ 

Wl^l?»0 % WcR ^ ^ 3n. 2759 02-08-2005 «RT ^ 

3lfe=1JJcRI vIMWti 31^^ l^rcgfT ^ ftPifei 

^ ^ TO ^^fcRW TOra^ qRir g q flnj jteR 3IT21R 

wfl^TF! «R1 ^ ’ a4 l vHH ^ 1^ TOfm ^ 

^ 31^ 1!^ 3m^ 3rRR|lft ylsuH ^ 


TOI TOtra 3T&^rRi ^ hRrh 07-09-2005 viRdT ^ TOTO IIRI ^ 

afl^ ^ tot ^ tjRT 6 ^ to«irt (1) ^ 3i^ -m^ 

3fr^ 7^^ ^^flTR TOT fWfe ^ ^ TO^JH ^ TO t ■?« 

^ dgro 315 ^ T\ ftPiRki ^ t\ KA^^^ utt 3rRra>R 3ifu5c! uin;; 

am:, 3m,THk^R^TOT3rfirf^^sn^6^TO«IR7 (1)|fT^Tm?TTflRd4!^ 

ii#T ^ xfrTOi;3R^ % ^ ^ TO3sr 

afrr m<m tot arfirPm ^ «irt 6 ^ tott^ (4) 5rt tot ^ wim 

^ fry ^ ^^ atfir^ ^R^ ^ 1^ 

^ TOWIffeH aiftTcT fclft^’6 46l471 ^ ftccRifl -gJIvT WRR 

2 ft ^ fT^^ ftfim ftni T 

__ __ 

s?: ■’ipRRT 

5 6 

27 45 

13 48 

07 16 

06 38 

21 32 

25 24 

03 52 

11 00 

00 65 

09 25 

_09__ 30 






«imraT5r 


TTOT: VdH gT H 


TTsf^ K-T3W3 H. aq-7a03TT. 



2 

P2+P3 

1 

PI 

P3 



















^Frs3(ii)] 
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_ 1 

Mfar4tT (nrr^) 




2 

1 3 

1 4 

I 5 1 

• 

10 

1+2 

0 

27 

88 

as 

- ' 

0 

25 

26 

62 

2 

0 

18 

38 

62 

3 

0 

06 

88 

32 

• 

0 

39 

25 

8 

2 

0 

22 

08 

49 

- 

0 

24 

99 

191 

1 

0 

08 

26 

191 

2 

0 

10 

54 

190 

- 

0 

12 

73 

189 

- 

0 

11 

47 

194 

H2 

0 

10 

23 

193 

1 

0 

02 

96 

193 

2 

0 

06 

97 

195 

- 

0 

11 

08 

196 

- 

0 

20 

73 

20 

- 

0 

03 

23 

19 

■ ■ 

0 

15 

55 

21 

- 

0 

10 

84 

26 

1 

0 

14 

71 

26 

2 

0 

13 

61 

27 

- 

0 

14 

65 

28 


0 

20 

03 

48 

- 

0 

12 

13 

43 

- 

0 

02 

77 

47 

- 

0 

05 

18 

46 

1 

0 

05 

49 

46 

3 

0 

05 

92 

38 

2A+2B 

0 

13 

63 

38 

1A 

0 

00 

71 

60 

- 

0 

08 

09 

59 

1 

0 

19 

77 

84 

- 

0 

13 

63 

86 

- 

0 

10 

35 

85 


0 

23 

64 

197 

- 

0 

07 

46 

187 

. 

0 

04 

94 

188 

PI 

0 

16 

83 

188 

P2 

0 

01 

03 

182 

1 

0 

37 

56 

183 

- 

0 

01 

01 

181 

- 

0 

10 

23 

179 

2 

0 

00 

47 

179 

1 

0 

16 

97 

179 

4 

0 

09 

00 

148 

2P1 

0 

05 

71 


FhTcft^ 
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1 

^ ^.L.J-- 

2 

J 3 

1 4 

5 

I 1 


148 


0 

12 

53 


176 

2 

0 

07 

87 


176 

1 

0 

07 

34 


145 

- 

0 

15 

10 


144 

4 

0 

07 

90 


144 

6 

0 

08 

85 


144 

3 

0 

08 

59 


140 

- 

0 

31 

58 


141 

2 

0 

19 

07 


100 

4 

0 

06 

51 


100 

3 

0 

13 

02 


100 

1 

0 

08 

69 


100 

5 

0 

10 

53 


99 

- 

0 

32 

32 


108 

- 

0 

21 

57 


83 

- 

0 

04 

73 


82 

PI 

0 

07 

52 


78 

PI 

0 

03 

33 


81 


0 

12 

41 


79 

- 

0 

19 

13 


80 

1 

0 

00 

25 


61 

- 

0 

38 

06 


62 

- 

0 

18 

54 


57 

1+4 

0 

04 

15 


57 

3 

0 

12 

91 


782 

- 

0 

00 

82 


56 

2 

0 

09 

61 


783 

- 

0 

15 

14 


4 

1 

0 

10 

66 


5 

2 

0 

06 

42 


5 

1 

0 

15 

87 


701 

1 

0 

00 

82 


702 

1 

0 

14 

44 


702 

3 

0 

18 

39 


700 

2 

0 

03 

23 


651 

1 

0 

32 

86 


653 

- 

0 

09 

52 


165 

- 

0 

03 

42 


166 

- 

0 

25 

04 


167 

1 

0 

22 

57 


12 

- 

0 

05 

83 


19 

P1+P2 

0 

26 

81 


8 

- 

0 

21 

56 


7 

- 

0 

03 

37 


6 

- 

0 

00 

77 


5 

- 

0 

11 

26 


4 

- 

0 

12 

77 


25 

- 

0 

22 

41 


26 


0 

09 

53 


29 


0 

23 

12 
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1 i 

2 —■ 1 

-y- 

1 ' 1 



( thrarft ) ( ^ ) 

187 

- 

0 

26 

98 


190 

- 

0 

20 

15 


188 

- 

0 

12 

49 


205 

- 

0 

08 

45 


206 

- 

0 

09 

04 


223 

- 

0 

12 

76 


224 

- 

0 

14 

56 


236 

P2 

0 

01 

92 


225 

- 

0 

08 

93 


218 

2+5 

0 

00 

94 


226 

- 

0 

33 

27 


207 

•» 

0 

07 

65 


191 

5 

0 

05 

92 


191 

2+3 

0 

09 

70 

y[r4hiT<T 

15 

- 

0 

29 

85 


14 

- 

0 

32 

63 


13 

- 

0 

18 

85 


12 

1P2 

0 

10 

13 


11 

- 

0 

31 

50 

i;^. 3m-250l1/7/2006-3lt.3TK.-I] 


T^. 


New Delhi, the 14th March, 2000 

s.o, 1051.—Whereas by the notification of the Government of India. Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas. S.O. 2759 dated 02>08-2005 under sub section 
(1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user In the land specified in the schedule 
^ Tehsil -Goghamba, Diet. Panchmahal, State Gujarat, for the 

purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of Petroleum Product from 
Koyali to Ratiam in the State of Gujarat by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited. 


And Y^tiereas, the copies of the said gazete notification were made available 
to the general public on 07^09^2005. 

And whef^^s the Competent Authority h35 under sub-section (1) of section 6 
of the said Act, submitted report to the Central Governm^,'’^.: 

And whereas, the CentraL Government after considering the said report is 
satisfied that right Of user in the land specified in the schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired. 

Now, therefore, in e^rcise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of the 
section 6 of the said Act. the Central Governnhent hereby declares that the 
right of user In tb.^ land specified in the Schedule annexed to this notification 
is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline. 


643 GI/2006--14 
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And Turther in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act the Ger^tral Government hereby direct that the right of user in 
the said land shall instead of vesting the Central Government,vests from the 
date of the publication of this declaration in the Indian oil corporation limited 
free from all encumbm, 


SCHE DULE 


TehsilGoghamba 

DIst r-anch Mahal 

State > Gujarat 

Name of Village 

Survey/Blocx NO. 

Sub-Div. NO. 

! 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

Z 

1 3 

4 

1 5 

6 

Damavav 

80 


0 

27 

45 

7 

- 

0 

13 

48 

11 

- 

0 

07 

16 

12 

- 

0 

6 

38 


2 

0 

21 

32 

115 

P2+P3 

0 

25 

24 

67 

1 

0 

03 

52 

117 

PI 

0 

11 

00 

117 

P3 

0 

00 

65 

63 

- 

0 

09 

25 

118 

2 

0 

09 

30 

10 

1+2 

0 

27 

89 

65 

- 

0 

25 

26 

62 

2 

0 

18 

38 

62 

3 

0 

06 

88 

32 

- 

0 

39 

25 

8 

2 

0 

22 

08 

Sherpura 

49 

- 

0 

24 

99 

191 

1 

0 

08 

26 

191 

2 

0 

10 

54 

190 


0 

12 

73 

189 

- 

0 

11 

47 

194 

1+2 

0 

10 

23 

193 

1 

0 

02 

96 

193 

2 

0 

06 

97 

195 

- 

0 

11 

08 

196 

« 

0 

20 

73 

20 


0 

03 

23 

19 

- 

0 

15 

55 

21 

- 

c 

10 

84 

26 

1 

0 

14 

71 

26 

2 

0 

13 

61 

27 

- 

0 

14 

65 


28 

- 

0 

20 ^ 

03 




[^11—^rqg3(ii)3 

1 


Sherpura (Contd.) 


wr5j : 18, 2006/W^ 27, 1927 


SImaiiya 


2 


3 

4 

5 

e 

48 


- 

0 

12 

13 

43 


- 

0 

02 

77 

47 


- 

0 

05 

18 

46 


1 

0 

05 

49 

46 


3 

0 

05 

92 

38 


2A+2B 

D 

13 - 

63 

38 


1A 

■ 0 

00 

71 

60 


- 

0 

08 

09 

59 


1 

0 

19 

77 

84 


- 

0 

13 

63 

86 


- 

c 

10 

35 

85 


- 

0 

23 

64 

197 


- 

0 

07 

46 

187 


- 

0 

04 

94 

188 


P1 

0 

16 

83 

188 


P2 

0 

01 

03 

182 


1 

0 

37 

56 

183 


- 

0 

01 

01 

181 


- 

0 

10 

23 

179 


2 

0 

00 

47 

179 


1 

0 

16 

97 

179 


4 

0 

09 

00 

148 


2P1 

0 


71 

148 


- 

0 

12 

53 

176 


2 

0 


87 

176 


1 

0 

07 

34 

145 


- 

0 

^5 

10 

144 


4 

0 

07 

90 

144 . 


6 

0 

08 

85 

144 


3 

0 

08 

59 

140 


- 

0- 

31 

58 

141 


2 

0 

19 

07 

100 


4 

0 

06 

51 

100 


3 

0 

13 

02 

100 


1 

0 

08 

69 

100 


5 

0 

10 

53 

99 


- 

0 

32 

32 

108 


> 

0 

21 

57 

83 


. - 

0 

04 

73 

82 


P1 

0 

07 

52 

78 


P1 

0 

03 

33 
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1 

2 

3 

1 4 

5 

6 

Sima[tya (Contd.) 

81 

- 

0 

12 

41 


79 

- 

0 

19 

13 


80 

1 

0 

00 

25 


61 


0 

38 

06 


62 

!■ 

0 

18 

54 


57 

1+4 

0 

04 

16 


57 

3 

0 

12 

91 


782 

- 

0 

00 

82 


56 

2 

0 

09 

61 


783 

- 

0 

15 

14 


4 

1 

0 

10 

66 


5 

2 

0 

06 

42 


5 

1 

0 

15 

87 


701 

1 

0 

00 

82 


702 

1 

0 

14 

44 


702 

3 

0 

18 

39 


700 

2 

0 

03 

23 


651 

1 

0 

32 

86 


653 

- 

0 

09 

52 

Khilodi (Rlchvant) 

165 

- 

0 

03 

42 


166 

- 

0 

25 

04 


167 

1 

0 

22 

57 


12 

- 

0 

05 

83 


19 

P1+P2 

0 

26 

81 


8 

- 

0 

21 

56 


7 

• - 

0 

03 

37 


6 

- 

0 

00 

77 


5 

- 

0 

11 

26 


,4 

- 

0 

12 

77 


25 

- 

0 

22 

41 


26 

- 

0 

09 

53 


29 

- 

0 

23 

12 


187 

- 

0 

26 

98 


190 


0 

20 

15 


188 

- 

0 

12 

49 


205 

- 

0 

08 

45 


206 

- 

0 

09 

04 


223 

- 

0 

12 

76 


224 

- 

0 

14 

56 


236 

P2 

0 

01 

92 


225 

- 

0 

08 

93 


218 

2+5 

0 

00 

94 


226 

- 

0 

33 

27 


207 

- 

0 

07 

65 


[HPTII—^3(ii)] 

'IRc!^ WR 

W^ 18, 2006/^PT?^ 27, 1927 
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1 1 

2 

1 3 

4 

1 s 1, 

6 

Khilodl (Rlchvani) (Contd.) 

191 

5 

0 

05 

92 


1+A1 

2+3 

0 

09 

70 

Shanlada 

15 

* 

0 

29 

85 


14 

- 

0 

32 

63 


13 

- 

0 

18 

85 


12 

1P2 

0 

10 

13 


11 

- 

0 

31 

50 

[F. No. R-25011/7/2006-O.R.-I ] 

S. K. CHITKARA, Under Secy. 


M 14 wi, 2006 

3Tr. 1052:-!^^rfcRR 3fK ^ ^ 

aiftcijR ^ 3ft3N arRlPm 1962 (1962 ^ 5C) «IRI 3 ^ ^-«IRI (1) ^ 3f^ 
vmf^, 4TriRI ^ WT5I, ^n%3 6-8-2005 ^ HR?T ^ ^ 

W^fcRj ^ H-aidq ^ ^ifirqtRT m OT, 2760 02-08-2005 ^ w 

3r&^jienT ^ ^qrae ?iF#eT-%T7T, ftrc^ ^ ftPrKv: 

^ ra cff q w ^ ^ ^ ijfen affair 

wff^TR IffNT MI^MclI^H y^fluR ^ vSH<lVi aif^Qiix 

qq 3f^ ^ aiq% arRfRi ^5ft 

afr? T3W yra m aifii^^ni ^ Tricrot 07-09-2005 uRcn ^s^crei ^ ^ 

afr? ^arq wfRrayrf^ ^ law arf&f^ gm 6 ^ (1) ^ arf^ trw 

aft^ TR^ ■% fMe ■'r ^ "^RmH ^ ■w % ^ 

arf^Rj^^qR5 a?fq^ ^ ^ ^ ^ arl^^ 

am:, ara,^M^^R^^3q?Tarf§rPraq^«iRi6^ w«iRi (1) fiFRTTRm 'mi 

iRftq w^ ^ ^ Mlq^ii qR^ % ■ft’ qi^Mcii^H Rtpi^ ^ icnj ^otrs 

a?5^ ^ ^ wftq ^ arf^iw ^ 3n;iq wm % r 

afr? qRcpR '^q^T arf&PRR «iri 6 vJ*wri (4) ^ IR^ ?iRxi4i lan ipfR 
cjR^ ^ ^ ^ % “fe ^ ^ atRra>R liM^ ^w^q>R ^ ^ 

^ ato ^tqf^ 1^ ftcri^^ 

^-5^ cn^ ■A Rrf^ #n T 




2334 
























[yrr il—-ggg3(ii)] 






310 

309 

311 

311 

305 

306 

312 

51 

52 
52 
69 
68 

72 
71 

74 

73 

75 
16C 
159 
158 
210 
212 
212 
214 

214 

215 
234 

234 
201 
201 
200 
223 
195 
195 
195 
194 

235 


18, 2006/W^pT 27, 1927 


2335 

3 

1 4 

1 5 

I 6 

- 

0 

. 08 

64 

- 

0 

15 

95 

P2 

0 

07 

95 

3/P1 

0 

13 

76 

1 

0 

11 

08 

P2 

0 

05 

81 

• 

0 

01 

46 

- 

0 

00 

65 

P2 

0 

07 

06 

P1 

0 

18 

22 

P1+2 

0 

31 

57 

2 

0 

05 

09 

1+2 

• 0 

17 

85 

• 

0 

13 

83 


0 

10 

78 

“ 

0 

14 

44 

“ 

0 

13 

18 

2 

0 

01 

61 

■ 

0 

14 

94 


0 

26 

67 

PI 

0 

11 

55 

1 

0 

07 

66 

2 

0 

06 

87 

1 

0 

00 

78 

2 

0 

10 

46 

- 

0 

17 

06 

1 

0 

18 

46 

2 

0 

14 

63 

1 

0 

08 

46 

2 

0 

16 

26 

2 

0 

04 

09 

- 

0 

12 

98 

3 

0 

09 

85 

2 

0 

04 

28 

4 

0 , 

00 

75 

- 

0 

02 

04 

IB 

0 

24 

78 


^-250l1/7/2006-3(it.3m.-lj 


New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 

s. o. 1052.^ Whereas by the notification of the Government of India. Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas. S.O. 2760 dated 02-08-2005 under sub section 
(1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Government declared its 
intention to acx|uire the ri^ht of user in the land specified in the schedule 
^ 4 /^ Tehsil -Godhra, Dist. Panchmahal, State Gujarat, for the purpose 

of laying pipeline for the transportation of Petroleum Product from Koyali to 
Ratlam in the State of Guiarat by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited. 

Ana whereas, the copies of the said gazette notification were made available 
to the general Dublic on 07-09-2005. 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub-section (1) of section 6 
of the said Act, submitted report to the Central Government; 
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And whereas, the Central Government after considering the said report is 
satisfied that right of user in the land specified in the schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of the 
section 6 of the said Act. the Central Government hereby declares that the 
right of user in the land specified in the Schedule annexed to this notification 
is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline. 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act. the Central Government hereby direct that the right of user in 
the said land shall instead of vesting the Central Government, vests from the 
date of the publication of this declaration in the Indian oil corporation limited 
free from all encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 

TehsilGodhra 

DistPanch Mahal 

StateGujarat 

Name of Village 

Survey/Block NO. 

Sub-Div. NO. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Gollav 

665 

2 

0 

09 

66 


654 

- 

0 

00 

33 


615 

- 

0 

15 

32 


620 

- 

0 

21 

77 


629 

P2 

0 

30 

55 


631 

- 

0 

00 

45 


632 

- 

0 

41 

75 


635 

■- 

0 

09 

37 


643 

P1,P2 

0 

01 

74 


642 

. 

0 

48 

92 


640 

- 

0 

02 

12 


644 

P3 

0 

17 

76 


528 

- 

0 

19 

97 


527 

1 

0 

08 

66 


527 

2 

0 

19 

26 


527 

3 

0 

07 

66 


524 

- 

0 

25 

81 


522 

- 

0 

06 

75 


523 

• 

0 

21 

20 


538 

P2 

0 

12 

45 


537 

- 

0 

12 

97 


539 

- 

0 

20 

88 


459 

- 

0 

13 

16 


449 

- 

0 

?1 

24 


450 

- 

0 

00 

89 


448 

- 

0 

16 

66 


452 

- 

0 

11 

74 


233 

3P1 

0 

44 

27 


233 

2 

0 

36 

03 


233 

1 

0 

11 

69 


230 

- 

0 

10 

93 


253 

- ■ 

0 

06 

73 


254 

- 

0 

20 

28 


256 

- 

0 

07 

34 


257 

- 

0 

19 

90 
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i_ 1 

2 [ 

3 

1 4 1 

5 _L 

6 

Goltav (Contd.)J 

m 

* 

0 

15 

39 


261 

2 

0 

15 

81 


260 

3 

0 

08 

08 


260 

1 

0 

04 

94 


260 

2 

0 

08 

50 


265 

> 

0 

28 

90 


265 

7 

0 

08 

18 


280 

2 

0 

03 

43 


266 

PI 

0 

32 



310 

- 

0 

08 

64 


309 


0 

15 

95 


311 

P2 

0 

07 

95 


311 

3/P1 

0 

13 

76 


305 

1 

0 

11 

08 


305 

P2 

0 

05 

81 


312 

■ 

0 

01 

46 

Dah!Kot 

51 

- 

0 

00 

65 


52 

P2 

0 

07 

06 

/ 

52 

PI 

0 

18 

22 


69 

PI+2 

0 

31 

57 

. 

68 

2 

0 

05 

09 


72 

1+2 

0 

17 

85 


71 

.. 

0 

13 

83 


74 

- 

0 

10 

78 


73 

- 

0 

14 

44 


75 

- 

0 

13 

18 


160 

2 

0 

01 

61 


159 

- 

0 

14 

94 


158 

- 

0 

26 

67 


210 

P1 

0 

11 

55 


212 

1 

0 

07 

66 


212 

2 

0 

06 

87 


214 

1 

0 

00 

78 


214 

2 

0 

10 

46 


215 

- 

0 

17 

06 


234 

1 

0 

18 

46 


234 

2 

0 

14 

63 


201 

1 

0 

08 

46 


201 

2 

0 

16 

26 


200 

2 

0 

04 

09 


223 

- 

0 

12 

98 


195 

3 

0 

09 

85 


195 

2 

0 

04 

28 


195 

4 

0 

00 

75 


194 

. 

0 

02 

04 


235 

IB 

0 

24 

78 
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New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 

S. 0 .1053. —Whereas by the notification of the Government of India. Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas. S.O. 2761 dated 02-08-2005 under sub section 
(1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user in the land specified in the schedule 
^ Tehsil -Kalol, Dist Panchmahal, State Gujarat, for the purpose of 
laying pipeline for the transportation of Petroleum Product from Koyali to 
Ratlam in the State of Gujarat by the Indiari Oil Corporation Limited. 

And whereas, the copies of the said gazette notification were made available 
to the general public on 07-09-2005. 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub-section (1) of section 6 
of the said Act, submitted report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government after considering the said report is 
satisfied that right of user in the land specified in the schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of the 
section 6 of the said Act. the Central Government hereby declares that the 
right of user in the land specified in the Schedule annexed to this notification 
is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline. 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by 8ub‘Section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act, the Central Government hereby direct that the right of user in 
the said land shall instead of vesting the Central Government,vests from the 
date of the publication of this declaration in the Indian oil corporation limited 
free from all encumbrances. 
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SCHEDULE. 


TehsllKalo« T Hist > Ranch 

State Gujarat 

Name of Villags 

Swrvoy/Block NO. 

Sub-DIvi^bfii NO. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

I 2 


4 

6 

6 

Madhvas 

269 

PI 

0 

06 

83 

270 

~ 

0 

11 

12 

271 

- 

0 

17 

02 

272 

« 

0 

04 

75 

265 

P1 

0 

09 

67 

264 

PI 

0 

17 

88 

258 

PI 

0 

11 

51 

258 

P2 

0 

10 

98 

259 

- . 

0 

10 

93 

242 


0 

01 

29 

233 

- 

0 

14 

44 

234 


0 

22 

56 

231 

- 

0 

00 

17 

235 

- 

0 

17 

42 

236 

- 

0 

00 

46 

238 

- 

0 

14 

71 

216 


0 

11 

01 

217 

- 

0 

03 

76 

212 


0 

00 

79 

212 

P1 

0 

07 

83 

211 


0 

21 

96 

191 

- 

0 

02 

39 

193 

- 

0 

18 

71 

195 

- 

0 

12 

40 

198 

1 

0 

00 

66 

196 

- 

0 

00 

34 

197 

P1 

0 

26 

36 

170 

- 

0 

07 

24 

166 

- 

0 

15 

03 

100 

P1 

0 

01 

37 

100 

P2 

0 

08 

09 

101 

P2 

0 

07 

02 

101 

P3 

0 

06 

89 

102 

P3 

0 

09 

30 

103 

0 

0 

19 

02 

104 

1 

0 

07 

05 

104 


0 

05 

16 

95 


0 

19 

07 

94 


0 

10 

61 

90 

- 

0 

24 

44 



[ip>n-^3(ii)3 

1 

' Itodhvas (Contd.T 

Anidare 

Jetpur 


Jamanapur 


: ^4 18> 2006/Wn^ 27, 1927_ 2M7 


2 1 

3 

1 

5 1 

-JL. 

111 ' 



03 

13 

68 

- 

0 

00 

49 

166 

P2 

0 

21 

84 

164 

- 

0 

19 

79 

145 

- 

0 

04 

09 

144 

- 

0 

12 

31 

153 

- 

0 

24 

04 

114 

- 

0 

18 

88 

115 

1+2 

0 

21 

04 

107 

- 

0 

10 

10 

295 

1 

0 

13 

41 

293 

1 

0 

09 

86 

307 

1 

0 

10 

75 

307 

2 

0 

10 

70 

311 

- 

0 

00 

36 

124 

- 

0 

00 

07 

126 

1 

0 

20 

44 

119 

- 

0 

20 

53 

106 

- 

0 

00 

41 

108 

- 

0 

08 

01 

66 

1 

0 

13 

16 

287 

- 

0 

19 

22 

313 

- 

0 

03 

16 

286 

« 

0 

02 

21 

285 

1 

0 

24 

31 

120 

- 

0 

20 

90 

116 

BP1 

0 

00 

17 

129 

- 

0 

30 

00 

121 

- 

0 

36 

75 

294 

1 

0 

28 

75 

308 

- 

0 

48 

54 

148 

- 

0 

37 

71 

147 

1 

0 

21 

69 

109 

- 

0 

38 

57 

146 

- 

0 

26 

74 

143 

- 

0 

12 

03 

310 

■ - 

0 

30 

39 

20 

- 

0 

17 

69 

19 

> 

0 

11 

50 

2 

- 

0 

11 

34 

1 

1 

0 

22 

32 

1 

2 

,0 

.09 

36 

1 

3 

0 

06 

48 
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Aiwa (Contd.) 


Kandqch 


42 

- 

0 

28 

36 

46 

- 

0 

00 

25 

44 

- 

0 

03 

75 

53 

- 

0 

01 

02 

66 

PI 

0 

08 

45 

68 

P2 

0 

09 

10 

67 

- 

0 

01 

50 

65 

PI 

0 

18 

95 

64 

- 

0 

04 

46 

62 

PI 

0 

08 

06 

63 

. - 

0 

06 

75 

96 

- 

0 

08 

80 

95 

P3 

0 

04 

60 

309 

- 

0 

28 

53 

99 


0 

09 

41 

22 


0 

33 

55 

24 

- 

0 

03 

79 

43 

PI 

0 

25 

73 

97 

PI 

0 

28 

44 

307 

- 

0 

15 

27 

43 


0 

81 

82 

295 

PI 

0 

05 

62 

294 

PI 

0 

09 

00 

294 

P2 

0 

15 

29 

296 

- 

0 

06 

57 

305 

3 

0 

01 

37 

304 

- 

0 

12 

48 

303 

1 

0 

03 

43 

306 

1 

0 

01 

38 

306 

2 

0 

06 

85 

314 

- 

0 

28 

68 

323 

- 

0 

09 

19 

322 

1 

0 

05 

47 

322 

2 

0 

10 

01 

321 

- 

0 

04 

87 

320 

- 

0 

09 

01 

319 

1 

0 

22 

07 

402 

2 

0 

03 

49 

410 

- 

0 

15 

31 

411 

- 

0 

09 

68 

412 

- 

0 

14 

24 

413 

- 

0 

04 

59 

445 

- 

0 

08 

86 


446 


0 


22 


29 







[ftnn-:^p»53(u)] 


■RT^ 18, 2006/Rn^ 27, 1927 


2349 


-"I- 

2 

3 

1 4 

5 

6 

Kandach (Contd.) 

447 

1 

0 

03 

70 


450 

- 

0 

00 

25 


487 

* 

0 

13 

71 

Utmliya 

136 

2 

0 

01 

91 


135 

1 

0 

18 

07 


146 

P2 

0 

16 

41 


134 

1/1 

0 

00 

15 


147 

A 

0 

02 

84 


133 

1/1 

0 

13 

53 


149 

- 

0 

13 

02 


107 

- 

0 

00 

01 


150 

- 

0 

17 

32 


104 

1 

0 

07 

28 


104 

2 

0 

07 

15 


105 

- 

0 

02 

66 


103 

1 

0 

12 

06 


102 

1 

0 

05 

30 


102 

2 

0 

12 

82 


101 

1 

0 

07 

81 


96 

- 

0 

08 

14 


93 

- 

0 

06 

84 


159 

- 

0 

15 

39 


94 

1+8 

0 

07 

74 


94 

1+8P1&1+4P1 

0 

00 

53 


94 

A2/1 

0 

04 

67 


94 

A2/2 

0 

04 

67 


94 

6 

0 

04 

47 


94 

7 

0 

04 

47 


17 

- 

0 

28 

84 


73 

1 

0 

16 

47 


72 

1 

0 

17 

57 


71 

1 

0 

22 

31 


68 

1 

0 

05 

32 


68 

2 

0 

17 

10 


63 

- ■ 

0 

11 

62 


64 

1 

0 

07 

48 


64 

2 

0 

07 

49 


57 

- 

0 

27 

00 


55 

1/1 

0 

06 

22 


48 

1 

0 

34 

27 


49 

- 

0 

09 

95 


47 

1 

0 

05 

11 


46 

1 

0 

00 

19 


45 

1 

0 

12 

62 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Utrediya (Contd.) 45 

2+3 

0 

25 

70 

44 

1+2 

0 

03 

43 

Alan 414 

- 

0 

13 

07 

415 

2 

0 

07 

97 

416 

3 

0 

07 

28 

417 

- 

0 

06 

69 

424 

1 

0 

06 

91 

424 

2 

0 

05 

80 

425 

- 

0 

01 

27 

423 

- 

0 

10 

28 

427 

- 

0 

10 

96 

428 

- 

0 

15 

34 

429 

- 

0 

13 

49 

434 

3 

0 

07 

15 

Vyasda 78 

- 

0 

02 

71 

74 

- 

0 

42 

66 

75 

- 

0 

00 

70 

80 

- 

0 

09 

97 

82 

- 

0 

42 

27 

83 

“ 

0 

23. 

53 

111 

- 

0 

31 

11 

110 

- 

0 

00 

39 

114 

- 

0 

18 

19 

115 

“ 

0 

11 

58 

1507 

- 

0 

27 

91 

1504 

- 

0 

00 

98 

1503 

- 

0 

09 

32 

1502 

- 

0 

11 

80 

1488 

- 

0 

08 

60 

1487 

- 

0 

08 

97 

’1486 

- 

0 

17 

80 

1484 

- 

0 

11 

07 

1481 

- 

0 

12 

22 

1480 

- 

0 

06 

01 

1458 

- 

0 

06 

86 

1457 

- 

0 

08 

58 

1441 

- 

0 

02 

94 

1440 

- 

0 

04 

43 

1439 

- 

0 

08 

06 

1426 

A 

0 

13 

72 

1427 

- 

0 

15 

43 

1430 

- 

0 

11 

72 

1438 

- 

0 

01 

13 

1413 

- 

0 

43 

25 



[^n-^GP53(ii)] 


1 


Vyasda (Contd.) 


W^TTSm : ^ 18, 2006/W7T27, 1927 


Adadara 


2 

3 

1 4 

5 

6 

1412 

- 

0 

08 

86 

1218 

m 

0 

25 

57 

1235 

- 

0 

06 

92 

1236 

- 

0 

05 

52 

1237 

- 

0 

04 

76 

1198 

- 

0 

10 

76 

1199 

- 

0 

03 

40 

1197 

- 

0 

09 

51 

1263 

- 

0 

10 

43 

119r 


0 

07 

25 

1107 

- 

0 

09 

87 

1516 

A 

0 

03 

68 

1186 

- 

0 

05 

74 

1187 

- 

0 

01 

93 

755 

- 

0 

15 

78 

754 

1 

0 

01 

12 

754 

2+4 

0 

00 

33 

756 

1 

0 

05 

23 

756 

2 

0 

05 

62 

785 

1 

0 

09 

28 

785 

2 

0 

25 

30 

786 

1 

0 

15 

88 

803 

1 

0 

06 

92 

803 

2 

0 

15 

26 

802 

4 

0 

20 

65 

800 

1 

0 

00 

36 

835 

1A 

0 

00 

59 

835 

1B 

0 

11 

87 

834 

- 

0 

22 

64 

833 

- 

0 

14 

00 

52 

- 

0 

31 

48 

62 

1/PI 

0 

05 

10 

62 

2/PI 

0 

17 

19 

61 

- 

0 

17 

24 

59 

2 

0 

12 

13 

58 

- 

0 

09 

69 

77 

2 

0 

02 

44 

78 

- 

0 

00 

22 

79 

1 

0 

29 

30 

82 

- 

0 

52 

79 

83 

- 

0 

12 

67 

86 

- 

0 

06 

72 

85 

1 

0 

02 

24 

85 

2 

0 

20 

18 






Kardi 


18,2006/PHALGUN27,1927 
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3 

I 4 

5 

6 

1 

0 

13 

80 

2 

0 

18 

80 

- 

0 

06 

40 

5 

0 

31 

30 

4 

0 

07 

94 

2 

0 

02 

11 

7 

0 

01 

10 

- 

0 

09 

60 

- 

0 

07 

79 

1 

0 

11 

63 

2 

0 

12 

51 

- 

0 

16 

62 

1 

0 

09 

34 

2 

0 

23 

46 

- 

0 

06 

69 

2 

0 

10 

37 

1 

0 

07 

43 

2 

0 

07 

43 

- 

0 

06 

66 

1 

0 

11 

69 

2 

0 

03 

06 

- 

0 

08 

94 

- 

0 

21 

27 

1 

0 

13 

13 

1 

0 

46 

96 

P1 

0 

00 

46 

1 

0 

35 

53 

- 

0 

13 

34 

- 

0 

13 

65 


0 

18 

90 

- 

0 

10 

50 

- 

0 

07 

84 

1P1 

0 

16 

29 

1P2 

0 

11 

96 

- 

0 

25 

54 

1 

0 

01 

30 

2 

0 

16 

62 

3 

0 

08 

06 

- 

0 

10 

89 

• 

0 

16 

79 

- 

0 

17 

06 

1 

0 

09 

24 

- 

0 

23 

29 

1P1 

0 

01 

46 

- 

0 

26 

06 

1 

0 

24 

93 
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[WTII— -^3(10] 

T 

Karoll (Contd.) 


254 
321 
321 

255 

255 


A 

1/1 

1 


4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


5 


6 


09 82 

00 93 

16 19 

01 46 

14 14 


[F. No. R-25011/7/2006-0 R.-l ] 
S. K. CHITKARA, Under Secy. 


14-^, 2006 

^.3TT. 1054.-l^it3T TOcPT? ^ ^ m^lTcTT?^ 3^2jt3T ^ 

sff^rgjT? m 3T5f5f)3Tflrto7r, 1962(1962 m 50 ) ■q^rnci 3 ^rt 

^ 31^ t)^ €IT?T 3 ^ 3TT"efRT (1 ) 1^ 3T?ftcT oTT^ cf§t 31# aiTfcT ^ 

3?^ g i ^cb ^ ' cH^cR T # 3I%gpTT g5To3TTo 3 581, cTI^ST 

5, 2005 'SRT , df^ddl^ ^ ^ jc1 *>Ric|emJecfl #P7 cT^ 

#7 ^ ms 3c^ ^ T^ftcTSToT ^ sfte; cJsfql^ST^r 

iclQl^ SR^ T7TfXIcTTf5T ^ y#oT^ ^ fc^ 3^ ^ ^'cRd ^ 

fcrf^^Ts ajflr ^ 34'#di ^ aifem? ^ STofci ^ art# 3 tt$ft # # eft I 


3c}rT 31%^^ Cf§t yf^T uToTcIT cirftSf 28.10.2005 Sy^aET yRT # 31^ # I 


#7 3cIfT 3Tf#^RI3T cjSt ETRT 6 # 3^ £IRT (1 ) ^ ^ RfW yifebl^ % 

^Rc6R 3Ty# Wt€ % # t 1 

3?[7 TOCI5T7 g5T 3cjfT m ftrar? c6^ ^ y^Tir^T ^?T3TmT3r ^ 31^ f 

^tcRsr 3{^2j# ^ 9jfJT ^ 3y#3r ^ srfeicpr? g5T stg^st fc^ 

OTT3TT I 

3TcT: 3T^, ci>^ ^Rcl?R,3cJrr 3Tfqj^d|3T # ETRT 6 # Sy-ETRT (l ) 'SR[ cl5T 

y#3T C6# ^ ^ fcjlyurfT yR# % ^ ^ RlT^RlS ScJrT 

ajpT ^ yi^odi^d ftei^ ^ 3y#3T cpt sif^iOTr 3it^ fci^ey oncrr t 1 

^ sft^ 7Rc 6R: ,3cIrT 3Tf^f^i|«H cj^t ETRT 6 ^ 3y - €TRT ( 4 ) 'SRT y^ 

y5T y#3T Cl5^ §g ^ f 3c1fr 3Jp{ ^ 3y#3T y5T aif^JcTO ^ ^ 

ycbli?|c1 # dT^tST ^ ^>IcI5R ^ f#|?cT Cl§t cTuTTTT l^ccidl# ?> ^^IrT 

3Ti#T cbTuf^^I^ fclf^T^ ^ ?t3TT ! 
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'5fre^rT~aT^fe : cfDHcyiqn§ 



1 , U" • 

; ■SfTSnr 

I 




1 



arn: 

^iryf 

1 

\ 2 

c 3 -- ■ 

4 1 

5 

6 


4. 1 


0 

00 

7 3 


-.3 

33f 

0 

0 2 

44 . 


4 3 

3 'SI' 

0 

0 2 

1 7 


43 

3 rri 

0 

0 1 

80 


44 

2 ^ 

0 

03 

3 6 


44 

5 

0 

0 5 

6 0 


67 

1 ^ 

0 

00 

92 


64 

1 nr 

0 

00 

8 1 




1 

1 2 

1 

3 

A- 

i 5 

1 _ 

6 

'4. 

6 23T 


0 

02 

6 3 


603T 

2 

0 

0 2 

1 9 


6 0^ 

2 

0 

00 

50 


[m B. 3TrC-250n/29/2004-^.3?R.-I1 
TT^. %r. f^d'=hKI, 3?^ 7Tf^ 


New Delhi, the l4th March, 2006 

s. o. 1054.—vvhereas, by a notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 3581 dated the 5^^ October 
2005 issued under sub section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of user in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (herein 
after referred to as the said Act) the Cential Government declared its intention 
to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to 
that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of 
petroleum products from Chennai to Madurai via Tiruchlrapalli and Sankari in 
the State of Tamilnadu, by the Indian Oil Corporation IJmited; 

And, whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public 
from 28.10.2005; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority in pursuance of sub-section (1) of 
section C of the said Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 
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[ Smil—l5P^3(ii)] 18, 2006/??T^ 27, 1927 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is 
satisfied that the right of user In the land specified in the Schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user 
in the said land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby 
acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in 
the said land shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the 
date of publication of this declaration. In the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free 
from ail encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


Taluk: LALGUDi 

District: TIRUCHIRAPALLI 


state : TAMILNADU 

Name of the Village 

Survey No. 

Sub-Division No. 

Area 




Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

NO.30 MARUDUR 

41 

4 

0 

00 

73 


43 

3A 

0 

02 

44 


43 

3B 

0 

02 

17 


43 

3C 

0 

01 

80 


44 

2C 

0 

03 

36 


44 

5 

0 

05 

60 


67 

IB 

0 

00 

92 


64 

IB 

0 

00 

81 

Taluk: TIRUCHIRAPALLI 

District: TIRUCHIRAFALLI 


State: TAMiLNADU 

1 

2 

3 

4 

J 

6 

NO.60 KUTTAPPAR 

62A 

10B 

0 

02 

63 


60A 

2 

0 

02 

19 


60B 

2 

0 

00 

50 


[F. No. R-25011/29/2004-O.R.-I ] 
S. K. C^'^ITKARA, Under Secy. 
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^ 14 THi, 2006 

'<FJ. 3TT. 1055.---'^^ ^ ^ ^f^ul MlfOcTr^of (»^ ?! 2W4l«Jl 

3I1%cl5R 2CT 1962(196 2 cIJI 5i)) (f^ 3cm 

ci5^ umr |^)ci^ err?! 3 3tr-£TRT ( 1 ) ^ sTeft^ ^nfr ^ mm ^ 

^^FTaT 3^t7: gi^^cj? mWcm ^ #5ZTT ^o3TTo 3 58 0, cTrto 

T, 3i^^KT 20 0 5 ^ fcRjf^RTUmcit cfcjj 

3IT^F^|7 ^ 3cm^ c^ i?1^cl^ c^ 3Tra^ cIJrqf%?F5I 

fc#!^ ^RT TFIftTHTfoT 1%^5I^ ^ giiluld ^ 3cRT 3Tf^RJ^ ^ 3T^J3^ ^ 

^ ^ 3Tf^IcI5R ^ ansfoT ^ 3TCr^ 3IT§T^ gft ulyuH ^ aft I 

.#?• 3 ^ c^ yf^ ^ cTTto 28.10.2005 cj^ 3XT^ eft I 

3^^ 2WJ aifyfejTT clft EIRT 6 ^ 3y STRT (1 ) ^ ^ 7TW yifeisrft ^ cjajfly 

IRc^ '<3ft 3Ttr^ ^^11 

aftr tH^c6i^ w\ 3cm y? fcraH ^ ^ ^fmisTRr ^ orerr f 

3i;fEi'?^tr5Tr ^ 3 f^ 2^ ^ ^ 3n^ftoT c^ sifteR ci>T STofsf ten 

mm mte 1 

3m: sm, ^^ter 7 Rc5r, 3^ sif^tem yft 6 yft 3^-^ (i) ^ TOtT $iteeft yn 

yeftn ci57ft ^ ei^ bplyun cjRcft f fTT 3Tte|^ ^ Rtem ^ teiffe 3cm 

ajfiT ^ tei^ c^ 3 nete c^ sifto? 3ite=r ten ^ricrr t I 

eiK 3^7 f^" ^?RcnR ,3nrT srfyteRT gft enm 6 cift 3n - ^nn (4) ^gRT ?itemt 

cR yeftoT cjRft §u ^ te?T ^cft f 3n^ sjf^ ^ 3yte)T m siten? ^ STtejncn c^ 

ynn^m nft cnftei cKte RiTnn? ^ yft ciofm TToft ItecRRit ^ 

teR sntef cfntff^^^Tn ^ ten 1 




cH oJ^T : 

^^crr 

; 0T'«FaJc5^ 

RTvSer : df^cid!^ 


; j 


<^l3rQ5c^ 

IJTTcr CJ5T ^TT3T 

f^T^TT cTcR' 



crd 





3TTtr 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

^. 27 . 1 cR 5 mT^ 

3 2 9 

4 

0 

0 0 

6 1 


3 3 9 

43T 

0 

1 2 

0 0 


3 3 9 

4^ 

0 

0 1 

7 2 


3 3 9 

4^ 

0 

0 1 

0 0 


3 3 9 

A'S 

0 

0 0 

40 
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New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 

s. o. 1055.—jwhereas, by a notification of the Governmef^ of India in the 
Ministry of Petroleum and Gas number S.O. 3580 dated the 5^ October 

2005 issued under sub section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of user in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (herein 
after referred to as the said Act) the Central Government declared, its Intention 
to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to 
that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of 
petroleum products from Chennai to M^ural via Tiruchirapalli and Sankari in 
the State of Tamilnadu, by the Indian OH Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public 
from 28.10.2005; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority in pursuance of sub-section (1) of 
section 6 of the said Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is 
satisfied that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user 
in the said land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby 
acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in 
the said land shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the 
date of publication of this declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free 
from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


Taluk: Kunnam 

District: Perambaiur 

1 State : Tamil Nadu 




Area 

Name of the Village 

Survey no. 

Sub-Division no. 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 1 

4 

5 

6 

N0.27 TIRUMANDURAI 

329 

4 

0 

00 

61 


339 

4A 

0 

12 

00 


339 

4B 

0 

01 

72 


339 

4C 

0 

01 

00 


339 

4D 

0 

00 

40 


[F. No. R-25011/29/2004-O.R.-1 ] 
S. K. CHITKARA, Under Secy. 
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^ ffllcnX 14 ■*71^,'2006 


[Part II— 


37fepR cBT 3T*r)3TftfSTOT, . 1 962(l962 ^ 50) (f^ ^ ^ TT^rTTcT 

3Tf^rf^T2m IIRIT f )cl^t SIRT 3 OT-ETO {1 ) ^ 3T«te aiTSfcT ^fRcfSR 

3?[7 yi^ci3 ^ <n*’>iicl'y ciSt Srfe^JRT TOjZJT ^To37To 3 57 9, 

5, 3f^GixI, 20 0 5 ^IHT , ciDiciotlg TTHT ^ 3oci^ ^ fcRSflcRr^Ic^ ?hl5T cfcJ5 

3f^^: 3fR|<^xi ^ 2TcI5it eras ^^tfcRRT ScMkI ^ oRci^cf ^ 1%ni 3f?^ cI5mR§F^ 

^r^Odi^oi fciur^ ^ y^Aoioi ^ fen? 3cf^ aiflr^^iciT ^ 

f^RiRisc ajjlr ^ ^ ^ 3 t^ ^ ary^ 3Tr?T^ | 

3 lR 3gTT arflngrRT c^ ot^ c^ cTT^ 28.10.2005 ^ocigET ^ ^ ^ eft I 

^ 3cfrT aif^f^eRH g^ ejRT 6 ^ OT TOT (l ) ^ 3r^7RW ^ yifepT^t ^ 

m<bU ^ 3T17^ fM€ ^ ^ % I 

3ft7 d^cbR cpr 3cjfT ^ Rw to^ ^ ^ ^ ineiT % 

arfEi-i^cii ^cf^cT ^ fcrfciR^ ^ aysiRT ^ aifejir? ^ 3E^ 

an^ rnftu I 

3T?r: 3Tcr, 7RcTO:,3ZFfT 3TRjRRm STRT 6 3Xr-TOT (1 ) 'SJ^ y^ ^TRcTzit ^ 

g^fja T ^ ^ m1c)|u|| c52<ft % feU ^ 37Rj^fl<ni ^ ^iclt»<ri ^ RiRif^lS «3cW 

ajpT ^ Oi^OcH^oT foTHT^ ^ OTzft^ epT StRIcTO 3TfofcT \h^^ oTFcTT ^ I 


^ 3fR Rs TOSTO ,3gtT arRiRra^T gSt tot e y 5 t - tot (4) tot 

cpT yejRr TOi^ ^ ^ Rt^?t ^eft ^ Rj 3ytT 3^^ ^ otztRt ^ arRrepTf ^tt 3TfE5P2jtr5n ^ 

yePT?!^ ci§t nrfRy ^ ^ RfRcT ^ giSt ^aft RicciJrjfl ^ ^ 

^cbxl fReToT 3ffo^ cbToR?!^ IdRi^ ^ RiRci ?tlTTT I 




dlcjcgr : 

UTTcT cI 5T cfW 

iuiciT • < 

fpiufjiiOT 

^TSZr : clt^ciciig 
^oJLhcFT 


3TT7 

ZJljf 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

cT. 107 clcixlJitliff 

1 7 1 

1 

0 

0 1 

1 3 


172 

43T 

0 

00 

40 


1 72 

4cT 

0 

0 1 

25 


1 6 1 

1 

0 

02 

86 


160 

5 

0 

02 

20 


1 59 

1 

0 

02 

80 


«WPM I 


■IHI4 II. i |. ►.! 


.1 H.«» 1 'I*. J ) I 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

5^' J 07 iWT^*-»> 

159 

2 

0 

00 

99 


278 

1 3 

0 

02 

65 


280 

4 

0 

0 1 

55 

sf . 1 55 «Himc|T*)«H 

88 

63T 

0 

02 

5 1 


88 

6^ 

0 

0 1 

04 


90 

6 

0 

. 02 

30 


238 

4 

0 

00 

70 

^.152 ^[^jr 

692 

1 2^ 

0 

00 

40 


692 

1 3 

0 

00 

40 


693 

7^ 

0 

03 

07 

^.2 14. l3fBfc^ 

1 48 


0 

0 1 

47 


1 46 

4 

0 

07 

43 


d l o^ l : foTcTT : : crf^TcrTSTTg 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

! ® 

W.103 

5 

4 

0 

0 1 

1 7 

5 

53T 

0 

00 

4 1 

5 

5^ 

0 

00 

60 

6 

1 

0 

02 

06 

7 

23T 

0 

02 

20 

7 

2^ 

0 

00 

66 

1 0 

23T 

0 

02 

1 2 

1 0 

53T 

0 

02 

3 1 

1 1 

1 

0 

0 1 

42 


• C5k _ _!_ O _ - 


luldl : ' 



1 I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


1 1 3 

— 

0 

1 1 

02 


tm U eRR-ZSOl ,/29/2004-37t.3TR.-l] 
TTH. V 3?^ frf^ 
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New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 

S.O.1056.—vyhereas, Dy a notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 3579 dated the 5^^ October 
2005 issued under sub section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Flight of user In land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (herein 
after referred to as the said Act) the Central Government declared its intention 
to acquire the right of user In the lands specified in the schedule appended to 
that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of 
petroleum products from Chennai to Madurai via Tiruchirapalli and Sankari in 
the State of Tamilnadu, by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public 
from 28.10,2005; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority in pursuance of sub-section (1) of 
section 6 of the said Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is 
satisfied that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user 
in the said land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby 
acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And furthe in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in 
the said land shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the 
date of publication of this declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free 
from all encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluk : Sri Perumbudur District: Kancheepuram State : Tamil Nadu 


Marne of the Village 

Survey no. 

Sub-Division no. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

NO.107 VALARPUkAM 

171 

1 

0 

01 

13 


172 

4A 

0 

00 

40 


172 

4B 

0 

01 

25 


161 

1 

0 

02 

86 


160 

5 

0 

02 

20 
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1 

.■ 1 , 1 

3 

4 

5 


N>‘ ' ic? 

TW 

' 1 

0 

02 

80 


169 

2 

0 

00 

99 


278 

13 

0 

02 

65 


260 

4 

0 

01 

55 

N0.1S5 MAMBAKKAM 

88 

6A 

0 

02 

51 


88 

6B 

0 

01 

04 


90 

6 

0 

02 

30 


233 

4 

0 

00 

70 

N0.152 ECHOOR 

692 

12B 

0 

00 

40 


692 

13 

0 

00 

40 


693 

7B 

0 

03 

07 

N0.214 EZHIGHOOR 

148 

IB 

0 

01 

47 


146 

4 

0 

07 

43 


Taluk; Uthlramerur 

District: Kancheepuram 


state: Tamil Nadu 

1 

2 

3 

4 

^ 1 

6 

NO.103 THANDARAI 

§ 

4 

0 

01 

17 


5 

5A 

0 

00 

41 


5 

5B 

0 

00 

60 


6 

1 

0 

02 

06 


7 

2A 

0 

02 

20 


7 

2B 

0 

00 

66 


10 

2A 

0 

02 

12 


10 

5A 

0 

02 

31 


11 

’ 1 

0 

01 

42 


Taluk; Madurantakam 

District: Kancheepuram 


State : Tamil Nadu 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

N0.38 VINAYAGANALLUR 

113 

- 

0 

11 

02 


[F. No. R-25011/29/2004-0.R.-l ] 
S. K. CHITKARA, Under Secy. 
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14'^, 2006 

3IL 1057.-!#jft2r 3^ XJTfCreiTfSr (af^T ^ ^ 

aii^TcPR C?5T aiQfeff)3!flrflra^, 3 962(1962 m 50) (f^ 3cfcT 

arf^ew ^ OTt f )ci5t srr^T .3 3^-eir^r (1) ^ 3T«f]cr orrit ci§t arRcT 

^ ^ g§t aif^r^pTT cmoSlTo 3578, cfT^ter 

5, 20 0 5 fUTT , crf^T^if ^ ^ fcRsf^RTHT^ cTcJ5 

afhf 3ir?T^ ^ §Tc|5^ cTcp 3cqT^ ^ tlfegroT c^ ff^^ToT 3T!^ cpftff^^TSr 

^ trr^tTcTTfST f^sr^ ^ Tr4ti5rsf c^ 3 zitt ^ ^jTcnref 33 ^ 3 ^ ^ 

aJlT ^ d C^ 3TH^ STT^EZT ^ ^ eft I 

^ 3cftT aftq^ti-cn gft uiBtvTf ^ crrte 28 . 10.2005 ^ ci>qT ^ eft I 

sftr 3cRT 3Tfllf^RJ3T Clft €TRT 6 ^ 3tr TOT (1 ) ^ STf^TT^T ^ yiftrajrft ^ 

7Rc? 3R 3TII^ t ^ I I 

^ TRmR ^ 3cJtT feft€ m cI 5T^ ^ tr^iTTcT eJF tHcHI^M ^ OTT f 

^ ^c^cT 2^^ ^ ajj^ 3traftJT c^ 3Tftlcl5R gST 3Tv3^5f jcfj^TT 

oTTW rnflU I 

3TcT: 3TW, ^xlc6k,3cRT 3Tf^f^ej<H cl^t HJRT 6 c^ 3^--erRT (1 ) STCT ^ftcJrTSft cI>T 

yeftoT c5^ ^ tftyull Cl5?cft t fc$ ^ 3lf^rg^ ^ 2Hd*I5T ^ 3cRT 

ajJ^ ^ c^ fkq ayeftar cpr STfirepR sft^ l^jerr ynm t I 

^ fc^ ^jrcijr ,3cfeT aiflft^Ri^ yft yrzT 6 yft 3y - grer ( 4 ) srer y^ 
yy yeftx §i? ej? ^ 3yfr ysr 3ft^ry5T7 arfersj^ ^ 

yc5T^ yft c TT ^ ^ TRysTf ^ c^ cFjTht ^aft farccynaft ^ ^yrr 

f feejof 3ft^ cJoFcif^^TcT ^ i^cT 'it^ 1 






d l ol^ l : 3i<WlocJ^ 


oiTa cl5T cTT3T 


1 


^ .28 


^ . 1 



w ^ TTs m ; Tqr^ is, 2006/^?^^ 27, 1927 


3l^P3^ 


- J 

T^ToTT : 


~-c 

cT^ 


2 


46 1 

5 6 8^ 

56 6 

2 7 3 1 3T 

26 5 1 ^ 

265 23n 

265 4 

26 5 !"& 

265 

2 6 5 23T 2 

265 5 

26 5 ' 23T3 


3 


«V5rq5a' 


3n^ ciuf 


6 


clioj^i • 


^ .41 cl^gilcfl 



af .87 


233 

23n 

0 

0 1 

59 

233 

23T2 

0 

1 1 

04 

233 

3 

0 

1 2 

08 

255 

1 3T 

0 

0 1 

1 8 

2 55 


0 

0 1 

42 

255 

2 

0 

0 1 

74 

2 56 

1 3T 

0 

0 1 

06 

2 56 

isr 

0 

00 

4 1 

49 

3 

0 

02 

-6 4 

49 

4 

0 

0 1 

70 

50 

1 

0 

00 

96 

50 

23T 

0 

0 1 

50 

52 


0 

02 

89 
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1 

1 - 

3 

~ T '^1 

5 

6 

3 6 

2 3T 

0 

0 3 

90 

23 

1 

D 

04 

02 

^ .90 arrEfcrj^ 

266 

1 3T 

0 

0 5 

57 

2 66 

IST 

0 

0 5 

40 

266 

23T 

0 

P 0 

9 5 

2 6 6 

2 ^ 

0 

04 

76 

2 66 

3 

0 

0 5 

80 

2 64 

1 3T 

0 

0 3 

47 

2 64 

1 m 

0 

0 3 

8 5 

116 

“ 

0 

08 

64 

236 

1 

0 

1 3 

34 

2 36 

2 

0 

0 1 

9 1 

2 36 

3 

0 

0 0 

5 1 

270 

1 ^ 

0 

0 0 

40 

^ .92 THdciraO^ 

1 33 

2 ^ 

0 

1 6 

09 

1 37 

1 

0 

0 1 

94 

^ . 89 iT*<H lcyrU<^ 

223 

2 

0 

04 

90 

2 2 1 

1 

0 

06 

75 

^.136 

2 24 

3 

0 

0 1 

6 0 

2 24 

4 

0 

0 3 

2 2 

224 

5 

0 

04 

46 

224 

1 0 

0 

1 1 

70 

2 24 

1 3 

0 

02 

80 

2 24 

1 4 

0 

0 3 

60 

2 24 

1 5 

0 

0 0 

40 

224 

1 6 

0 

0 0 

88 

224 

1 7 

0 

0 1 

98 

224 

1 8 

0 

0 5 

42 

224 

2 1 

0 

02 

57 

2 53 

2 

0 

2 3 

58 

2 53 

8 

0 

0 0 

90 

2 5 2 

1 3 

0 

04 

38 

2 54 

3 

0 

07 

2 0 

2 54 

2 

0 

0 1 

1 4 
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1 

^ 1 

3 

4- 1 

5 

6 

254- 

6 

0 

06 

66 

2 54- 

7 

0 

03 

78 

2 54- 

1 0 

0 

00 

40 

26 1 

1 

0 

02 

00 

2 57 

9 

0 

03 

80 

2 57 

8 

0 

04- 

00 

2 57 

7 

0 

00 

40 

2 57 

6 

0 

05 

40 

2 5 7 

3 

0 

' 04 . 

00 

2 5 7 

4- 

0 

0 1 

80 

2 58 

6 

0 

05 

00 

2 58 

1 

0 

06 

00 

24-8 

1 5 

0 

0 1 

00 

24-5 

6 

0 

02 

3 1 

24-5 

7 

0 

0 1 

00 

1 4-6 

2 

0 

07 

20 

146 

3 

0 

08 

20 

1 4-6 

5 

0 

0 7 

63 


1 4-7 

2 

0 

1 0 

20 


[^.^. ^-25011/29/2004-3Tt,3TK.-n 


T^. %. ^g SK K I, 3m 

New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 

s,o, 1057.—Whereas, by a notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 3578 dated the 5^^ October 
2005 issued under sub section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of user in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (herein 
after referred to as the said Act) the Central Government declared its intention 
to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to 
that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of 
petroleum products from Chennai to Madurai viaiHractTffapalii and SanKari in 
the State otTamilnadu, by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public 
from 28.10.2005; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority in pursuance of sub-section (1) of 
section 6 of the said Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 
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And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is 
satisfied that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user 
in the said land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby 
acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in 
the said land shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the 
date of publication of this declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free 
from all encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluk : Ambathur District: Tiruvallur State : Tamil Nadu 


Name of the Village 

Survey no. 

Sub-Division no. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 


5 

6 

N0.28 ARIYALUR 

46 

1 

0 

02 

84 


56 

SB 

0 

04 

55 


56 

6 

0 

08 

50 

N0.1 KILKONDAIYUR 

273 

1A 

0 

06 

03 


265 

IK 

0 

04 

48 


265 

2A1 

0 

01 

03 


265 

4 

0 

01 

60 


265 

11 

0 

01 

50 


265 

1J 

0 

01 

50 


265 

2A2 

0 

01 

58 


265 

5 

0 

00 

96 


265 

2A3 

0 

00 

44 


Taluk: Tiruvallur 

District: Tiruvallur 


State: Tamil Nadu 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


233 

2A1 

0 

01 

59 

233 

2A2 

0 

11 

04 

233 

3 

0 

12 

08 

255 

1A 

0 

01 

18 

255 

IB 

0 

01 

42 


N0.41 KODUVALt 
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Ho- Ml Ki»a)UVALT 

N0.87 VEPPAMBATTU 


NO.90 AYATHUR 


N0.92 SEWAPETTAI 

N0.89 PERUMALPATTU 

N0.136 THODUKADU 


255 

2 

0 

01 

74 

266 

1A 

0 

01 

06 

256 

IB 

0 

00 

41 

49 

3 

0 

02 

64 

49 

4 

0 

01 

70 

50 

1 

0 

00 

96 

50 

2A 

0 

01 

50 

52 

• 

0 

02 

89 

36 

2A 

0 

03 

90 

23 

1 

0 

04 

02 

266 

1A 

0 

05 

57 

266 

IB 

0 

05 

40 

266 

2A 

0 

00 

95 

266 

2B 

0 

04 

76 

266 

3 

0 

05 

80 

264 

1A 

0 

03 

47 

264 

IB 

0 

03 

85 

116 

- 

0 

08 

64 

236 

1 

0 

13 

34 

236 

2 

0 

01 

91 

236 

3 

0 

00 

51 

270 

IB 

0 

00 

40 

133 

2B 

0 

16 

09 

137 

1 

0 

01 

94 

223 

2 

0 

04 

90 

221 

1 

0 

06 

75 

224 

3 

0 

01 

60 

224 

4 

0 

03 

22 

224 

5 

0 

04 

46 

224 

10 

0 

11 

70 

224 

13 

0 

02 

80 

224 

14 

0 

03 

60 

224 

15 

0 

00 

40 

224 

, 16 

0 

oc 

88 

224 

17 

0 

C-I 

98 

224 

18 

0 

05 

42 

224 

21 

0 

02 

57 

253 

2 

0 

23 

58 
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1 

Ko-136 


2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

253 

8 

0 

00 

90 

252 

13 

0 

04 

38 

254 

3 

0 

07 

20 

254 
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0 

01 

14 

254 

6 
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06 

66 

254 

7 

. 0 

03 

78 

254 

10 

0 

00 

40 

261 

1 

0 

02 

00 

257 

9 

0 

03 

80 

257 

8 

0 

04 

00 

257 

7 

0 

00 

40 

257 

6 

0 

05 

40 

257 

3 

0 

04 

00 

257 

4 

0 

01 ' 

80 

258 

6 

0 

05 

00 

258 

1 

0 

06 

00 

248 

15 

0 

01 

00 

245 

6 

0 

02 

31 

245 

7 

0 

01 

00 

l<;6 

2 

0 

07 

20 

146 

3 

0 

08 

20 

14G 

5 

0 

07 

63 

147 

2 

0 

10 

20 


[F. No. R-25011/29/2004-0,R.-l ] 
S. K. CHITKARA, Under Secy. 


14^, 2006 

3TT. 1058 .— iUcfi T Z ^ ^ (aj{^ ^ ^ 

STfejc^ cPT 3Tv^)3Tf^f^i|<H, 1962(l 962 cPT 50) (f^ ^§^ITcr 3cM 

-srcn %)ci3t qr^r 3 ^ 3tT-£jRT ( 1 ) ^ arste urr^t qft sttjct 

g i ^cF> ^ cH^Mq q§t arf^rjj^ qsrosno 3 582, crrto 

5 , aicR^cjxI, 2005 ^IRT , clQldclIg ^ivrn ^ %c5f^ ^ fciofc^iUJcofl ^cf)^ <M§'dl^ deb 

^ 3TRT^ ^ §iq5^t cTcId 3dJlcil ^ ^ ffejef 3ffe^ 

^[Rr UI^Mcll^d ^ ^ratoToT ^ 'Sm Slf^rgrRT ^ OTTJcT 31cjxljtn ^ 

^ ^ Srf^IcbR ^ 3Tv^5T ^ 3TT?T^ ejSt if^SFIT cjft afr I 







[MFTII—■S^3(ii)] 18, 2006/W^ 27, 1927 

site 32fcT arf^r^jisfT # ^ cTt^w. 28 . 10,2005 ^ 3ii eft I 

^ 3c?cT 1|§t qm 6 ^ 3TT SIRT (1 ) ^ ^ ^ 

nmm arTTsft 4 f I 

altr TOcisre wr 3zifT m t^trr? ^ eii? ^ifir^r ^rr j^rr f 

f?T ^ ^ 3j|^ ^ 3^%JT c^ aiteir? 3 t^ fcjs^n 

^BHirr wrffe I 

3RTi 3fsr, «5<fl«i ^R^R;32!5T 3Tf?5loRRT g§t qRT 6 ^ 3 n»F 4 R]- (i ) fT c|5T 

TRta 5^ ^ qtepnT ^Rcft t f5r ^ ^stcr^t 3T^t^ 3 srt 

^ ^ 31Tqt^*T ^ 3?ft|g5R 3ft^ uTTcTi B 1 

?w :dh: 1^ ,3 JJ?t siWSsot ^ sirt e 3^ - erro* (4 ) sjzi «Tfi»tTdt 

yeiU §g qB ’3^ d^ ^ 3n'eftEJT 2'fij^n 3?fErg^ ^ 

yq5Rm ^ cfi^ ^ ^^Rsm ^ f^iftcr fteTOrf ^ ^per 

sffow ^ P %cT 1 


T To gff r : «ftc^ fcrtcfl : : cfftTcTcTlg 


Tstfzr zm CTTRfT 

'mws 

srare 


K/r^'MPirM 


1 

. i 

2 

_j 

3 

4 5 

6 


40 
40 
50 
00 
80 
48 
05 
50 
1 0 
20 
40 
82 
1 2 
22 
50 


^ .47 


3r .4^g5^ 


83 

1 ^ 

0 

00 

83 

1 6 

0 

02 

80 

1^1 

0 

00 

80 

1 3T 

0 

02 

8 2 

9<sr 

0 

04 

82 

1 03T 

0 

0 1 

76 

— 

0 

0 1 

7 1 

73T 

0 

00 

7 1 

63T1 

0 

02 

7 1 

4Gr 

0 

0 1 

7 1 

1 4 

0 

0 1 

7 1 

1 2 

0 

00 

1 36 

11?^ 

0 

0 2 

1 36 

13T ^ 

0 

0 1 

1 36 

13T ^ 

0 

0 1 
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1 3 

:_jzr 

B 1 

g—* 


1 36 

1 3T fer 

0 

0 2 

50 


! 3 9 

1 3T28 

0 

0 0 

40 


1 39 

43T 

0 

04 

55 


1 36 

53T 

0 

0 1 

6 0 


1 36 

5^ 

0 

0 1 

32 


1 36 

5S 

0 

0 0 

50 


631 

2 

0 

04 

75 


6 32 

2 

0 

26 

56 


633 

3 

0 

04 

53 


nSrar : 

: ciRicnollg 

1 

- 1 

I 2 

3 

4 

5 

r 6 

sf . 1 

53 

7^ 

0 

0 1 

30 


53 

73T 

0 

00 

80 


53 

5 

0 

00 

70 


53 

63T 

0 

03 

30 


5 1 

1 3f 

0 

0 1 

30 


5 1 

2W 

0 

0 1 

20 

' ^ . - 









1 

2 

3 

4 

' 6 

1 - 

6 

^.11. srapfcgu^i^ 

1 9 

1^3 

0 

02 

0 0 


1 9 

1^5 

0 

02 

00 


[m 7T. 3^n;-25011/29/2004-3it.3^.-1] 


New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 

s. O'. liRfy— Whereas, by a notification of the Governm*:?nt of India In the 
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 3582 dated the 5^^ October 
2005 issued under sub section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of user in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (herein 
after referred to as the said Act) the Central Government declared its intention 
to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to 
that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of 
petroleum products from Chennai to Madurai via Tiruchirapalli and Sankari in 
the State of Tamilnadu, by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 


And, whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public 
from 28.10.2005; 
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And whereas, the Competent Authority in pursuance of sub-section (1) ot 
section 6 of the said Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is 
satisfied that the right of user In the land specified in the Schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the pov/ers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user 
in the said land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby 
acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act, the Centra! Government hereby directs that the right of user In 
the said land shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the 
date of publication of this declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free 
from all encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 


Area 
Are 
5 

N0.47.SEKKIPATTI 83 11 0 00 40 

83 16 0 02 40 

80 1B1 0 00 50 

80 1A 0 02 00 

82 9B 0 04 80 

82 10A 0 01 48 

76 - 0* 01 05 

71 7A 0 00 50 

71 6A1 0 02 10 

71 4B 0 01 20 

71 14 0 01 40 

71 12 0 00 82 

N0.46.KAMSUR 136 1N 0 02 12 

136 1AE 0 01 22 

136 1AC 0 01 50 

136 1AG 0 02 50 


Sq.mtr. 

6 


State: TAMILNADU 


Taluk :MHLUR 


Name of the Village 


District: MADURAI 


Survey No. Sub DIvision No. 



Hectare 


139 


1A28 


0 


00 


40 
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WiyAr; Mg Lt^g_ 

^isW^.t; n^DORAl 

- 


i 5lori«-' 'lA/yfliL.hifitMXi ; 

1 


N7“— 

M 


N*- Hi'- KAH^UR 

139 

4A 

0 

04 55 


136 

5A 

0 

01 60 


136 

6 C 

0 

01 32 


136 

5D 

0 

00 50 

N0.48. KESAMPATTI 

631 

2 

0 

04 75 


632 

2 

0 

26 

56 

633 

3 

0 

04 

53 


Taluk :MADURAI SOUTH 

District : MADURAI 


state : TAMILNADU - 

1 

! 2 

L. _ ^_ 

1 j ! 

4 

1 

5 

6 

N0.12.SAMBAKUDI 

53 

7B 

0 

01 

30 


53 

7A 

0 

00 

80 


53 

5 

0 

00 

70 


53 

6A 

0 

03 

30 


51 

1A 

0 

01 

30 


51 

2B 

0 

01 

20 







Taluk :THIRUMANGALAM 

District: MADURAI ! 

. _I 


State : TAMILNADU 

^ i 

'1 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

NO.U.DHA^WATHUPATTl 

19 

1C3 

0 

02 

.00 


19 

1C5 

0 

02 

00 


[F. No. R-25011/29/2004-a.R.-l) 
S. K. CHiTKARA,Under Secy. 


16 ^, 2006 

'^jT. 3TT. 1059.—- 

cfn 3j^) (1962 ^ 50) (f^ g5?r w ^ ^ 

irm3 ^ OTerTvr (7> ^ ^ ’TTTcf mm7 ^ Q^icfm 3 ^ wmcm ^ 

srf^t^^ ^!tmr m m 3147 7 f^w^,2004 ^ wtvcT ^ trjrtw 11 fifi^t2004 # 

^ ^f4 ^ ctt#^ fs ^5^,2005 wcftT/^Rr cm 

srr 2140 cfr#^ I 6 2005 57W wntf^ w m) ^ # wVf'-t ^ 

Qftfifa 5 /^ 3^ 3j55r-/9oc# ucm/c; ^ msm # vrw # 5 ^ # 

tfci? *7^erFf g^ mqf^^ icrf^fi^ srt 

^ j/^/)ufw ^ ^ g^ 37^g5rv ^ 3Rj/^ g^ 3n?R? ^ E?bw ^ ^; 

sfh Srfit^zFn^ff ^ w#Wc// ^ Ct/'fla f *77^, 2005 73 Ria*^x, 

2005 ^ yjuci^ ®W ^ ,‘ 
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3 ik wewr wm 3;rf^f^m wvr 6 a? 3y#r, wvzwv^ 

sik ?Ra57r ^atr ^ahf w ©arr ^ ^ ^ a? waraR ^ ^ 1^ ^ 

Tjf^ 4/^1/cf/^V 3^ artfiR #, ^77# 53^2^ 3/©<^/7 ePT 37#r 957^ 3^7 

i; 

sm: m, 777^, ^a?f sridi^m aSaRT a ^ ^ttott ( 1 ) 5777 jjarcf 77^727}" ^ JTata ^ 7 ?^ 

gV"/ ^ ata^TT aSTcfr # ^ f77 57®^pa7 ^ TTcTR ^ 9^ 

^ OTZT^ 3^ W/dg577 eP7 37v^ /^RT uTTR # ; 

37t7 c^*^a 777^ ^atT a^ 37776 3^ ^W777 577T JTaW TT^Taf 357 173^7 ^7<t g^?; 

a? M ^ ^a^f ^ ^aa t a 357 37 ^ 3 ^ f77 ^fkm 3 ^ c77#S7 ^ 3 $^ 7773577 

^ 3 # aOTTV; f77 JfsTTcTa 3^ 77???^ 357 77 ^31015/7/2003^^ 3mJl I^Rfm 25-11^2004 
5777 0737^ 3^ 57<^ 3^ 3f£aE^ 77?^ f^ccMt ^ gaTT, ^^fTtWa ^5)^7273 <MfiW^ ^ 

f¥^ ?N7 / 

3If^ 



cTfTftc! : uRT^ 

foTcIT : 

71^ 

Tigreapar 

Jf)^. 

mfy m STHT 



TT. 

27pFRr 


TRR 

33t tfUdnC. 

t 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

1. 


9 

0 

02 

49 



3 

0 

1 5 

86 



8 

0 

1 5 

77 



5 

0 

02 

58 



7 

0 

42 


[m TT. 3TrC-3l0l5/54/2004-3?t.aqK-n] 




New Delhi, the 16th March, 2006 

s. o. 1059.—Whereas by^ notification of the Govermnent of India in the Ministry of 
Petroieura and Natural Gas number S.O. 3147, dated the 7* December, 2004, issued 
under sub“Section(l) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition 
of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act), published in the Gazette of India datfed the 11*** ©eceiftbiet, 2004(which was 
amended vide number S.C). 2140 dated the 16*** June, 2005, ^i^ished in the Gazette 
of India dated 18*** June, 2005), the Central Government declared its intention to 
acquire the_ right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying j ~—^—-—pipeline for transportation of 
petroleum products from Mundra in the State of Gujarat to Delhi through Mundra- 
Delhi Petroleum Product Pipeline by Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited; 
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i\nd whereas the copies of the said Gazette notifications were made available to the 
public on the March, 2005 and i3 ^ September, 2005 respectively; 

And whereas the competent authority has, under sub-section(l) of section 6 of the said 
Act, submitted report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, after considering the said report and on being 
satisfied that the said land is required for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire 
right of user therein; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section(l) of section 6 of 
the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land 
specified in the Schedule, appended to this notification, is hereby acquired for laying 
the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers coriferred by sub"Section{4) of section 6 of the 
said Act, tlie Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said land 
for laying the pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest on the 
date of the publication of this declaration, in Hindustan Petroleum Corporation 
Limited, free from all encumbrances subject to the conditions imposed vide this 
Ministry’s consent letter no. R-31015/7/03-OR-II dated 25-11-2004. 


SCHEDULE 


Tehsll: JAIPUR District: JAIPUR State : RAJASTHAN I 

Sr. 

No. 

Name of the Village 

Khasara No. 

Area 

Hectare 


Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


1. SITAPURA 


9 

0 

02 

49 

3 

0 

15 

86 

8 

0 

15 

77 

5 

0 

02 

58 

7 

0 

19 

42 


[F. No. R-31015/54/2004-O.R.-!l 1 
A. GOSWAMl. Under Secy. 
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16 ‘RT^, 2006 

3 IT. 1060 .—^gfrr OTetpr ^ i i stf^ gr J T afhr uifMdiiHi (sj!^ ^ 

jaftwu «r sraNr) i962 (1962 ^ so) ( 1^ i^ 3srt 

W ^RTT % ) eiRT 3 # (t) ^ STHfl^T oTT^t ^ 3^ MTOT ’mmZ ^ 

^ ung l ^y ^nnerar ^ ^repr m. stt. 3411 cn^ 23 toasai?, 

2005, ^ Mra?r ^ ^iviM^i ?n€ter 24 2005, # ygsifiRT gSt a?t, srar 35r 

aiR f ^< ii ^ ^tepsr ^ ftRiRw sjpr # ^^Iforaw ^<qnr ui^ncrr^sr ^ 

JnWiT ^ ^3RRT ^iCT ^ Rcolt. cR5 ^^iferaw 3c^ ^ uQ06o| ^ 

4$l^fM ^ UI$Udl$<H f%5Tt ^ y^ftoR ^ ^ 3l1%ia>k ^ 

3 l| 0 fir ^ 3 fy^ SVTVRT ^ kjivuil ^ eft ; 

2^ 3WT Tisnw 3tK ir ^«H i gSt yfcRt oRctt ^ 27 sragare, 2005 ^ 3ticwi 

<1X1 4t 03^ eft ; 

afte ^WRT mRfffljt %, 3wr ^ mx 6 ^ a r rora ( 1 ) ^ areJU^^i^ 

e^t ^ t * t ; 

;alh: ^rwr 3afr ftqti y^ tore ^ ywRT, a^ w rrqR it y^ 

% aarr ^ uifudii^ ftsr^t ^ ftn? ariiftR f, sait ^ m sstt^ as^ asr 

ffear % ; 

3Rfi 2 «w, iM)a ?Ra5f7, 3afr ariW^RW a& sjrt e ^ axrejRr ( 1 ) srt ya^ «iRh 41 asr 

iRftar isdt gg, yy ijta^ TOeft f R? ^ it otr it ftfife ajpr it 

manw i f^ ^ aaatsr ^ aitoR ®r st^ oirtt i ; 

alte eNttar ^RasR aafr 3 iftRia«H aSt sjrt e a^ amarar (4) srt ya«T «ifi» 5 at asr yat^r 
wdt gg, ay M aasr sjjlr it aaata ^ arfir^ yzr ytaar ^ yaswa aSt cniter 
aSt liaSta ^rw 7 it Rrfter ^t^t % asng, y?r Ttsneia ^ ysr arnr - 31015/7/03 
3 ?t 3 rnr-n Raw 25/11/2004 yRf ort^ arj ?raf ^ areaeSta^ ^ Rcchnat it 
l^ww aW fa ra R i R R g it Rfer ^1 



2376 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MARCH 18,2006/PHALGUN27,1927 [Part Il -Str. 3{n)] 



d^^eT : 

^Tcir : oliJig? 

: 


_ 

w. 



«5JtJ5cT 


infe gsr oiT5r 

x^RRT ?T. 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 6 j 

1 . 


140 

0 

21 

33 



172 

0 

01 

1 2 



141 

0 

1 7 

28 



1 71 

0 

27 

79 



170 

0 

1 6 

22 



1 69 

0 

12 

29 

2 . 


33 

0 

00 

1 9 



12 

0 

01 

26 



49 

0 

04 

78 



50 

0 

00 

51 



54 

0 

02 

52 

3. 


31 

0 

00 

58 



33 

0 

01 

51 



22 

0 

03 

41 



20 

0 

01 

83 



1 2 

0 

06 

26 



1 1 

0 

01 

00 



13/413 

0 

07 

82 

4. 

iflrarg^r 

9 

0 

00 

50 



8 

0 

02 

14 

5. 


5 

0 

01 

05 



4 

0 

00 

71 



2/1 71 

0 

00 

26 

6 . 


17 

0 

00 

75 



1 6 

0 

00 

46 



1 0 

0 

01 

30 

7. 

on#®rarar 

30 

0 

1 0 

81 



28 

0 

02 

1 2 



33 

0 

38 

1 3 



34 

0 

07 

84 



4 5 

0 

00 

26 



47f?r.i3i'iwii&) 

0 

34 

93 

8 , 

^HRofT ^ 

455 

0 

1 2 

65 



456 

0 

29 

76 

9. 


54 

0 

02 

07 



55 

0 

00 

78 



56 

0 

20 

09 



62 

0 

1 1 

40 



61 

0 

00 

20 



63 

0 

24 

39 



64 

0 

07 

1 9 



65 

0 

_ g±_ 

20 



*mmti I 
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: BT^irgj;? f^ScIT : ^psrar ; 


?P»r. 

difa '31^ cffTST 




6‘m^ 

j XFR 1 


1 

2 

3 

4 

r?\,1 

6 j 

9. 

^^3^r (an#...) 

90 

0 

ao 

7 0 


89 

0 

0 5 

32 


98/1 23 

0 

DG 

1 9 


86 

0 

00 

21 


85 

0 

A. f. 

V 

24 


81 

0 

01 

1 4 

1 0. 

cllcldo<y^l 


0 

C'J 

96 

1 1. 

9131^ 

275/1/1 





275/1/2 

^ 0 

06 

45 


275/1/3 





42 

0 

01 

27 


48 

0 

00 

76 


50 

0 

01 

08 


52 

0 

00 

97 


60/2 

0 

00 

51 


63^.#.!?, fRfr) 

0 

00 

30 


65 

0 

01 

1 3 


68 

r 

00 

76 


69/2 


14 

88 


84/1 

0 

01 

16 


78(i^.^T/. £;?TcfT) 

0 

01 

04 


74 

c 

02 

86 

1 2. 

I^FQI? 

723 

r 

08 

16 


662 

0 

02 

90 


652 

0 

03 

42 


186 

0 

01 

47 


1 87 

0 

1 0 

68 


1 85 





185/1 


06 

27 


185/2 





88 

0 

oc 

1 3 


85 

0 

02 

05 


84 

0 

00 

20 


76 

0 

02 

85 


77 

0 

19 

65 


68 

0 

26 

37 


63 

0 

37 

78 


62 

0 

1 6 

05 


64 

0 

04 

68 


220 

0 

1 2 

65 


61 

0 

1 0 

51 


221 TOar) 

0 

01 

60 


227 

0 

20 

1 1 


643 GI/2006—20 
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S, 0,1050. 

•'•'■Whereas by a notification cf ti^e Gc 

iji 

India in the ivtir 

of Petroleum and Natural Gas number 8,0 3411 dsted If 

SeptG 

mber/ 2C 

105, is: 


under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petjoleiim arG Min r^Ms --peimes (Acquisition cf 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (nerenii'Ke; ;^a;r:fcd lo as the s^id Act); 
published in the Gazette of India ciated the 24^^ 3eptoa'vja;. a;:jDC; vne Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the r^ght of user irs uia ;Aad ;.pac!f;aci u\ th^; Scneduie 
appended to that notification for thb purpose of uS/;?!;] pipim \2 for transportation of 
petroleum products from Mundra in the State of G;.;jr^rai to DoC: Cuoogh Mundra-Deihi 
Petroleum Product Pipeline by Hindustan Petroieurn orotO'!! 1. uvlcd: 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette wcro ioodc available to 

public on the ^7^ October, 2005, 




% 
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And y;hareas t^ia competent authodty has, under sub-section (1) of secton 6 of the 
sa^id Hct, submitted report tO' the Central Government: 

And whereas the Cantrs! Government, after considering the said report and on being 
satisfied that the said land is required for laying the pipeiina, has decided to acquire right of 
usor liieresn’ 

Now, trierefora, in exercise cf the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 of 
the said Act. the Central Governr u^nt hereby declares that the right of user In the land 
specified in the Scnedule, appended to this notification, is hereby acquired for laying the 
pipeline; 

And further, in exercise ot the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby direcits that the right of user in the said land for 
laying the pipeiine sha-’l, instead of vesting m the Central Government, vest on the date of 
publication of declaration, in Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited, free from ail 
encumbrances, subiect to the conditions imposed vide this Ministry's consent letter no. R- 
31015/7/03 OR-ndated 25-11-2004. 

SCHEDULE 


jTsh^il ; JAIPUR 

District r JAIPUR 

State 

: RAJASTHAN 

i O;', 

! 

1 1 

i Area | 


I Wsme of jhe Vitiage 

j Khasura Mo. 

i Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

j~~r 

\ * 

1 2 

\ 3 

L 4 J 

5 

6 • 

1 . 

HIMMATPURA 

140 

0 

21 

33 



172 

0 

01 

12 



141 

0 

17 

28 



171 

0 

27 

79 



170 

0 

16 

22 



169 

G 

12 

29 

2 . 

jyiUHDlYA PUROHtTAN 

33 

0 

00 

19 



12 

0 

01 

26 



49 

0 

04 

78 



0 0 

0 

00 

51 



54 

0 

02 

52 

3. 

MUNDiYA RAIt^SAR 

31 

0 

00 

68 



33 

0 

01 

51 


A 

22 

0 

03 

41 



20 

0 

01 

83 



12 

0 

06 

26 



11 

0 

01 

00 



13/413 

0' 

07 

82 

4 

SITAPURA 

9 

p 

0 

00 

i' 

nn 

5 

JAIS^-niHPUHA j'CANKRODA 

0 


r V . 

7.-:7 



2/171 

0 

^ Vr 


6. 

K5SHORPURA KANKRODA 

17 

0 

00 

75 



16 

0 

00 

46 



10 

0 

01 

30 
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Fi r ' ~ ^ 

7. NARfKAWAS 


8. SARNACHOD 

9. BHUDARPURA 


10 i^^LCHANDPURA 
11. BAVADi 


3 

I 4 

i 5 

S 

30 

0 

10 

81 

28 

0 

02 

12 

33 

0 

38 

13 

34 

0 

07 

84 

45( G/L Cart Track) 

0 

00 

26 

47(G/L Pasture) 

0 

34 

93 

455 

0 

12 

65 

456 

0 

29 

76 

54 

0 

02 

07 

55 

0 

00 

78 

56 

0 

20 

09 

62 

0 

11 

40 

61 

0 

00 

20 

63 

0 

24 

39 

64 

c 

07 

19 

65 

0 

00 

20 

90 

0 

00 

70 

89 

0 

01 

32 

98/123 

0 

00 

19 

86 

0 

00 

21 

85 

0 

00 

24 

81 

0 

01 

14 

3(J.D.A Pasture) 

0 

00 

96 

276/1/1 

I 



275/1/2 

f ° 

06 

45 

275/1/3 

I 



42 

0 

01 

27 

48 

0 

00 

76 

50 

0 

01 

08 

52 

0 

00 

97 

60/2 

0 

00 

51 

63(J.D.A. Jharda) 

0 

00 

30 

65 

0 

01 

13 

68 

0 

00 

76 

69/2 

0 

14 

88 

84/1 

0 

01 

16 

78(J.D.A.Nala) 

0 

01 

04 

74 

0 

02 

86 

723 

0 

08 

16 

662 

0 

02 

90 

652 

0 

03 

42 

186 

0 

01 

47 

167 

0 

10 

68 

185 




185/1 

^ 0 

06 

27 

185/2 




88 

_g_ 

00 

13 
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12 . SINWAR(Contd...) 

13 . CHAKBASADI 

14 . MANSHA RAMPURA 


15 . MANCHAWA 


16 . SABRAMPURA 
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r 

TTL 


6 1 

85 

0 

02 

05 

84 

0 

00 

20 

76 

0 

02 

85 

77 

0 

19 

65 

68 

0 

26 

37 

63 

0 

37 

78 

62 

0 

16 

05 

64 

0 

04 

68 

220 

0 

12 

65 

61 

0 

10 

51 

221(J.D.A. Cart Track) 

0 

01 

60 

227 

0 

20 

11 

226(J.D.A. Cart Track) 

0 

01 

07 

225 

0 

14 

43 

122 

0 

00 

37 

121 

0 

00 

20 

20/3 

0 

00 

54 

20/1 

0 

00 

13 

22 

0 

06 

78 

23/357 

0 

05 

88 

356 

0 

26 

01 

357 

0 

44 

53 

364 

0 

04 

46 

382 

0 

00 

82 

381 

0 

32 

89 

383 

0 

24 

59 

384 

0 

57 

55 

393/1 

0 

17 

16 

393/2(P.W.D Road) 

0 

05 

16 

179 

0 

00 

62 

216 

0 

00 

51 

215/901 

0 

03 

96 

228 

0 

01 

33 

224/1051 

0 

10 

66 

269 

0 

29 

95 

108/861 

0 

02 

85 

142 

0 

00 

89 

144 

0 

01 

23 

190 

0 

01 

75 

186 

0 

00 

96 

184 

0 

01 

12 
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N-ow Deihi, ihe 16th March, 2006 

s. 106 L.Whereas by a notification of the Government of India in the Ministry 

of P©tft,>leum and Natural Gas number S.0.3152 dated 10^^ December, 2004, issued under 
;1) oi section 3 of the Patroieurn and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
Uce? ir Land) Act, 19o2 (50 of 1962). (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), published in 

the Gazette of India dated the 11*^ December, 2004, —--—:4h8 Central Government 

decfarec; its intention to acquire the right of user in the (and specified in the Schedule 
apDe.oded th^.t notification for the purpose of laying pipeline through Mundra-Delhi 
P‘n/oleum Product Pipeline for transportation of petroleum products from Mundra in the 
State of Gujarat to Delhi by Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And v/r?ereas copies of the said Gazette notification were made available to the 
public on the 25^^' Janiiary, 2005; 

And whereas the corhpet'ent^uthority has under sub-section (1) of section 6 of the 
said Ac- submitted report to the^'Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, after considering the said report and on being 
satisfied that the said iand is required for laying the pipeline, has decided -to acquire right of 
user vHerein, 

Now, therefore; in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 of 
the Stitd Act. the Ceritral Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land 
spi'ciflod in the Schedule appended to this notification^is hereby acquired for laying the 
pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said iand for 
laying toe pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest on the date of 
publication of the declaration, in Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited, free from all 
encumbrances, subject to the conditions imposed vide this Ministry’s consent letter no. R- 
31015/7/03 OR-I dated 25-11-2004. 


SCHEDULE 


Tehsil :JHAJJAR 

District; JHAJJAR 

State : 

HARYANA 

Name of VIHaae 

' 

Hadbast 
’ No. 

Mustii 

No. 

Khasara / 
Kiita No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Metre 

SAMANOUx 

270 

74 

345 

00 

01 

03 




20 

00 

07 

46 




21 

00 

02 

88 
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Ti 20 2006 

3Tr. 1062 ,—3TMw1,1947 
(1947 14) ^ W 17 % TT^^TTT 

WO %, ■% -^7 

7TW7 ^ % WTZ 

(w'4 24/2000) y^hjPvifi t, ^ ttwt 

^ 20-2-2006 00’goo «n I 

[‘fio 0^-11012/119/99-30^ 34K (TTT-I)] 
■qTl.TpET. -yOT, 3T^ Tlf^ 

MINISTRY OFLABOUR 

New Dcllii, the 20ih Febniarvi 2006 

S.O. 1062.— In pursuance of Scclion 17 of 
ihc Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Goxcrnnieiit hereby publishes the award 
(Ref. No. 24/2000) of the Central Government Industrial 
Tnbuna 1/Labour Court. New Delhi-11 now as shown in tlie 
Annexure in the I ndustria 1 Dispute bebveen the employers 
in relation to the management of Sahara Airlines Ltd. and 
their workman, vvhich was received by the Central 
Government on 20-2-06. 

[No. I-11012/119/99-lR(C-l)] 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER: CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
L\BOUR COURT-11, NEW DELHI 

R.N RAl. Presiding Officer 

1. D. No. 24/2000 

In the matter of: — 

Captain R, Khosla. 

R/OA-160. 

Jalwayu Vthar, 

Scctor-21. 

Noida(UP)-20n01 

UE«5t7.V 

M/s. Sahaia Airlines Limited. 

7ih Floor. Ambn Deep Building. 

14. Kasturba fjandlii Marg. 

New Delhi-110001. 

AWARD 

The Ministiy of Labour by its letter No. L-11012/ 
119/99-lR(C-1) Central Government Dt. 
27-1 -2000 has referred the following point for adjudication. 

The point mns as under— 

'■Whether the action of the Chief Controller. Sahara 
Airlines Ltd., 7th Floor, Amba Deep Building. 
14, Kasturba Gandhi Marg. Connaught Place. 


New Delhi -110001 in terminating the services of 
Capt. R. Khosla, Ex, Pilot, Resident of A-160, Jalwayu 
Vihar, Sector : 21. Noida (UP) - 201301 w.c.f 
16-07-1998 is justified, valid and legal? If not to what 
relief and benefit lie is entitled. ' 

The work mil n applicant lias filed claim sUitemcnt. In 
his claim statement he has staled that he was appointed 
as a Pilot by the Sahara Airlines Limited w ith effeel from 
01-11-1994, As an Ex, Air Force Officer. lie was having 
nearly 2700 hrs. flying and Master Green Categoiy and 
also holding Civil Flying Licence (or ALTP). Due to his 
hard work and accident free flying he was gi\cn 
eommeiidation letter besides higher salarv and perks 
vide letter number SIAL/HQ/PERS/9,v/10.‘i4 dated 
13th November, 1993. After more than three and liaIfyciir.s 
continous service Capt. R. Khosla received letter 
No. SlAL/HQ/PERS/98/468 dated 16-07-1998 terminating 
his serv ices w ith immediate effect, 

Capt. R, Khosla raised an indtistrial dispute under 
Section 2 A of the ID Act. but the opposite party adopted 
intransigent attitude before the ALC{C), It was urged that 
Capt. R. Khosla was not a workman and the employer- 
employee relationship having ceased to exist, hence there 
was no dispute to be settled. In these circumstances the 
conciliation proceedings resulted in failure and the Central 
Government has made this reference under Section 10( 1 )(d) 
and 10 (2 A) of the ID Act w ith the follow ing (erms of 
reference: 

"Whether the action of the Chief Controller, Sahara 
\irlines Ltd.. 7th Floor. .Nmba Deep Building. 
14, Kasturba Gandhi Marg. Con naught Place. Nc\\ 
Delhi - 110001 in terniinaling the scrxiccs of Capt. 
R. Khosla. Ex-Pilol. Resident ofA-160. Jalwaui Viiiar. 
Sector 21, Noida (UP) -201.101 w.c.f 16-07-19‘)8 Ls 
justified, valid and legal’.’ If not to what relief and 
benefit he is entitled.” 

There arc two categories of Pilots \sorking with the 
opposite party \'iz. those like Capt, R, Khosla w ith an .Air 
Force background and others like Capt. GPS Grewal who 
were Civilian Pilots throughout their career. Since C apt. 
R, Khosla was e.xccllcni in his professional skills, as 
determined by impartial foreign experts like (Lipt. 
R. Landowsky, he became the \ ictim of petty jcaloirsy by 
the group of Civilian Pilots. DcliberaicK Capt. R. Khosla 
was not considered for the position of Commander ;uk1 it 
was perhaps decided to bring him dow n a peg or two to 
leach him a lesson. This kind of negative feeling between 
the two groups he easilv seen from the eompiaints 
letter dated 10-03-1998 to the opposite paiiv. 

Capt. R, Khosla was sen ed w ilh a Memorandum of 
charges on 03-06-1998 and also placed under suspension 
w ith immediate eftect. The charges were comp!clcl> \ aguc 
and lacking in particulars regarding date, time and place 
exact language used and against whom and who liad 
reported the matter to the authorities. As such ‘"api 
R. Khosla asked for ncccssan particulars l ide hi.s letter 
dated 06-06-1998. After a lapse of about two weeks, he 
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received letter dated 20-06-1998 which may be described 
as second memorandum of charges. It was stated that the 
opposite party had conducted a preliminary inquiry and 
increased the ambit of his alleged misconduct to 4 separate 
charges of using derogatory and abusive language against 
the Company itself along with his seniors. But the copy of 
the preliminary report was not given to Capt. R. Khosla, 
even though the nature of charges has been considerably 
enlarged from the memorandum dated 05-06-1998. 

Capt. R. Khosla submitted his explanation to the 
second show cause notice vide letter dated 25-06-1998. 

Subsequently an Inquriy Committee was formed to 
inquire into the charges of misconduct by the complainant 
on 02-07-1998 but Capt. R. Khosla was formally ordered 
by Capt. Grewal on 01 -07-1998 itself to be present at 1100 
hours on 06-07-1998 for the said inquiry, 

Capt. GPS Grewal, GM Operations (N) who issued 
both the letter dated 05-06-1998 and 20-06-1998 and also 
placed Capt. R. Khosla under suspension was a member 
of the Inquiry' Committee. Capt. R. Khosla was naturally 
apprehensive about the biased attitude of Capt. Grewal 
and specifically objected to his being a member of the 
Inquiry Committee, but the objection was brushed aside 
and the said officer has signed the findings and 
conclusions of the Inquiry Committee, causing grave 
prejudice to the workman 

The memorandum of charges before the Inquiry 
Committee consisted of two charges for using 
uiiparliamentarih language against Capt. SPS Sandhu. and 
one charge of using abusive language against senior 
management These charges are also vague, nebulous, 
non-specific, lacking in particulars about the precise 
language used, dates and places of occurrence and names 
of the senior management and also not enumerated as a 
misconduct in the Standing Orders of the Company (Glaxo 
Laboratories Case: (1983) Lab. IC 1909 (SC). As such they 
do not afford a reasonable opportunity to Capt. R. Khosla 
to offer his defence of the charges alleged against him. 

Surprisingly during the proceedings of the Inquiry 
Committee w hich met only on 06-07-1998 the case for the 
management was presented by Shri A.K. Trehan. 
Advocate, w hcreas Capt. Khosla was forced to defend 
himself personally and he was not allowed representation 
by legal counsel, or any qualified officer. 

The Inquiry Committee only recorded the statement 
of one witness. Shri Sanjay Kumar and all the remaining 
witnesses did not record statements personally, but only 
their letter s/com plaints submitted earlier were taken on 
record and they did not affirm before the inquiry the 
statements made by them earlier in those letters/ 
complaints. 

There were no proceedings of the Inquiry Commi ttee 
after 06-07-1998 in the presence of Capt, R. Khosla. The 
subsequent portions of the proceedings have been 
fabricated later, including the findings and conclusions of 


the Inquriy Committee Capt. Nilesh Guha and Capt. Atul 
Mehata have made patently false statements that they 
made themselves available to Capt. Khosla in connection 
with the Departmental Inquiry held on 10-07-1998. Under 
normal circumstances their presence would be recorded 
by the Inquiry Committee in the proceedings and also 
there would be an endorsement that Capt. Khosla had 
declined to examine the witnesses and get it authenticated 
by Capt. Khosla himself. In fact both these witnesses as 
well as'Shri Jaskirat were never made available for cross 
examination by Capt. Khosla. 

There is obvious contradiction between paras 6 and 
7 of the Inquiry proceedings, when the Inquiry Committee 
states that the complainant specifically asked for these 
witnesses to be cross examined and immediately thereafter 
confirms that the complainant did not ask for the 
appearance of any witness. 

Capt. Khosla was not given any opportunity to make 
a statement or to examine witnesses in his defence. 
Prosecution witnesses except Shri Sanjay Kumar did not 
affirm their statements personally and three of these 
witneses Capt. Nilesh Guha, Capt. Atul Mehata and 
Mr. Jaskirat were not made available for cross examination 
by Capt. Khosla. The proceedings have been completed 
w ith undue haste, behind the back of the complainant and 
with the preconceived idea of toeing the line of 
management to find Capt. Khosla guilty of the charges 
alleged against him. 

Capt. Khosla was alleged to have committed grave 
acts of misconduct. Hence the inquiry committee should 
have conducted itself impartially. But they have acted in 
violation of natural justice and even expressed their 
opinion that the charges have not been disproved by 
Capt. Khosla ignoring the basic norm that he is presumed 
to be innocent and the burden of proving the charges 
rests entirely with the management. 

The Inquiry Conimittee proceedings were not given 
to the complainant for showing cause against the findings 
and conclusions of the Inquiry and the evidence on w hich 
it was based. The proceedings have been produced for 
the first time during the conciliation proceedings. It is 
seen that the findings are completely perverse.and based 
on no e\'idence or insufficient evidence. The charges 
contained in the memorandum of charges are lacking in 
particulars, witnesses have not been examined directly by 
the Committee, witnesses w ere not made available for being 
cross examined. Capt. Khosla was not properly represented 
and he was not asked to make a statement or produce 
defence witnesses. Also Capt. GPS Grewal, GM Operations 
(N) was made a member of the Inquiry Committee even 
though he was extremely biased and personally 
responsible for issuing the letter dated 05-06-1998 and 
20-06-1998 containing memorandum of charges and also 
placing Capt. Khosla under suspension e\en before 
conducting the preliminary inquiry. This has caused grave 
prejudice to the complainant more so because Capt. GPS 


643 Gl/2006—21 



2386 


Grcvval was incharge of the operations division and not 
competent under the Rules and Regulations of the 
Company to issue memorandum of charges of place Capt. 
Khosla under suspension vide letter dated 05-06-1998. 
Incidentaly the power to suspend cannot be presumed it 
must be an express term in the contract of service or 
authon/ed by the Standing Orders. By Making Capt, Grewal 
as member, the InquiiV' was reduced to a mockeiv and idle 
ceremony because of the biased attitude of the officer, 
which is obvious from the non-application of mind before 
issuing letter dated 05-06-1998. 

The proceeding of the Enquiry were conduced in 
the presence of Capt. Khosla only on 6-7-98 and since 
there were no further sittings he was under the honajide 
impression that the Enquiry had been aborted. The 
witnesses sought by him were not produced for cross- 
examination, he v\as not asked to make a statement if he 
wished to do so. nor was he allowed to produce defence 
witnesses. Patently false statements have been obtained 
front Capt. Guha and Capt. Mehta that their presence w as 
not desired bv Capt. Khosla during the Enquiry 
proceedings wliich were "held on 10 July 98" Capt. Khosla 
was also never giv en a copy of the proceedings: or asked 
to give his version or explanation of the Findings and 
Conclusions of the Enquiry Committee. 

Surprisingly, after receiving the report of the Enquiry^ 
Commincc. the Opposite Party did not proceed to the 
logical conclusion by issuing second show cause notice 
agair!.st liic proposed punishment. Bus his setvices were 
terminated vn/c letter No. SIAL./HQ/PERS''98/468 dated 
16-07-1998 

The termination of semccs is not a discharge 
simplicitcr, but awarded as a cloak for awarding the 
punishment of dismissal which could not have been 
awarded for the extre dy triv sal charges of using un¬ 
parliamentary language against Capt. Sandhu twice, and 
absivc language against so-called senior management. Tlie 
opposite party has also admitted during the conciliation 
proceedings the charge-sheet was issued and was proved 
by the subsequent DE and the disciplinary authority 
thereafter on that report look the required action. 

It will be appreciated that there are two distinct 
powers with the opposite party to terminate the serv ices 
of an employee or to impose punishment for misconduct. 
One is the power to sever the employer-employee 
relationship simplicitcr and in the second case to impose 
punishment on the eri; ovc aTer holding DiscipHnaiy 
Inquiry into the charges of misconduct. In the present 
case, the alleged misconduct of Capt. Khosla constitutes 
the foundation for terminating his senicc and is obviously 
punitive in character, especially m a rcslnctivv professional 
environment of a pilot in a Commercial Airline. Therefore, 
the requrtement of a complete, legal and effective inquirv’ 
is mandatory ev en though ihe termination may have been 
effected under the relevant .standing orders, h is submitted 
tlial the termination ofscreice of Capt Khosla is a colorable 
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exercise of the power vested in the management and this 
Hon’ble Tribunal has got ample jurisdiction to go into all 
the circumstances leading to the termination of service, 
and determine whether in substance and reality the 
termination order has been passed on account of the 
alleged misconduct. 

In accordance with Section 2(oo) of the ID Act 
retrenchment means the termination by the employer of 
the serv ice of a workman for any reason whatsoever. The 
case of Capt. Khosla does not fall under the e.xclusionary 
chvdLses (a) to (c) of Section 2(oo), hence it is obviously 
falling under the definition of retrenchment and covered 
by the contract of service according to which one month’s 
notice was mandatory', or one month’s pay in lieu of 
notice w as to be paid or tendered to Capt. Khosla, It is 
also cov ered under Section 25F of the ID Aa according to 
which one month’s pay in lieu of notice or notice giving 
reasons was to be given statutorily, along with 
compensation w hich is computed as equivalent to 15 
days average pay for ev ery completed year of continuous 
service. What has happened in the present ease is a 
complete travesty of justice. Firstly there is a fracc of an 
inquir/, without physically and directly recording the 
stateinents of witnesses not allowing Capt Khosla to be 
represented properly to make a statement or produce 
witnesses in his defence, arriv ing at the findings oii tlic 
basis of opinion that Capi. Khosla failed to disprove the 
charges the charges and wholly insufficient evidence or 
even no evidence in respect of charges which arc 
completely vague and lacking in particulars. 

But the irony is that there is no punishment awarded 
to Capt Khosla. Still the suspension was not revoked. 
Conveniently he w as ought to be inflicted with termination 
of serv ice. From the stage of the first memorandum of 
charge dated 05-06-1998. the actions of the opposite party 
have been completely lacking in bona fides bereft of 
objectivity and in violation of natural justice, besides 
statutory .safeguards under Section 25F of the ID Act vvith 
the single motivation to inflict maximum damage and 
harassment to the complainant. As the charges by 
themselves were quite trivial in nature and it would be 
illogical and reprehensible to award the punishment of 
dismissal which would be gravely disproportionate to the 
gravity of the offences charged, more so due to the 
previous good conduct and clean record of the 
complainant. So it was decided to achieve the same object 
by issuing the letter dated 16-07-1998. It is pointed out 
that the Hon’ble Supreme Court set aside the order of 
dismissal on charges of abusing some other w orker and 
an officer of the employer on the ground that punishment 
was shockingly disproportionate and no reasonable 
employer would ever impose* in like circumstances the 
punishment of dismissal and victimization or unfair labour 
practice could well be inferred from the conduct of the 
employer. (Ved Prakash Gupta v/s. Deltron Cables Ltd. 
1984 Lab. IC 658 (SC). 

Unfortunately the said letter which w as dispatched 
by registered post to the residence of the officer was not 
accompanied by payment of one month salary' in lieu of 
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legal notice or the compensation which is necessary under 
Section 25F (a) and (b) of the ID Act. in fact the opposite 
party actually admitted during the conciliation proceedings 
that the cheque for one month salary in lieu of the legal 
notice was kept in the personnel department ef the 
company but this does not constitute actual payment or 
even tender of payment since mere readiness to pay on 
the part of the employer is not sufficient compliance and 
there must be either offer or tender or actual payment to 
the workman concerned. 

Since the letter dated 16-07-1998 is not complying 
with the mandatory provisions of Section 25F ID Act it is 
patently illegal, void ab initio and inoperative and the 
complainant Capt. R. Khosla should be deemed to be in 
continuous service of the opposite party with entitlement 
for back wages and other consequential benefits Also 
the letter dated 05-06-1998 has to be quashed because 
Capt. GPS Grewal who was incharge of the operations 
department was not competent to issue the same and 
suspend the complainant from duty and also the 
disciphnary proceedings for alleged misconduct have not 
resulted i.n any punishment to the officer. 

In view of the submissions made hereinabove Capt. 
Khosla is entitled to be reinstated in service with full back 
wages with effect from 16-07-1998, It is pointed out that 
Capt. Khosla has remained continuously unemployed 
since his services were terminated by the opposite party 
and he has not taken up employment with any other 
private or public agency or department. It is also pertinent 
that since Capt. Khosla has not flown Boeing Aircraft for 
nearly 20 months, his flying licence will need to be updated 
and endorsed as suitable for flying Boeing Aircraft at the 
cost of the opposite party. In this connection the principles 
laid down in the following cases will apply squarely to the 
feets of the present reference ; 

1. State of Bombay v/s. Hospital Mazdoor Sabha 
(1960)ILU251(SC) 

2. State Bank of India v/s. N. Sundaramon^ 

3. Mohanlal v/s. Bharat Electronics Ltd. (1981) 

4. The Punjab Land Reclamation Corporation Ltd. 
v/s. the Presiding Officer, Labour Court and Ors, 

It is respectfully submitted that the workman is also 
entitled to the following dues which have been wrongfully 
withheld by the opposite party in respect the period of 
employment prior to his termination from service and the 
last payment received was Rs. 41,857/- towards pay for 
the month of June, 1998 against Rs. 1,01,217/- for the month 
of May, 1998, consequent to his being placed under 
suspension with effect from 05-06-1998 vide letter of the 
same date; 

(a) For salary for the month of 
June, 1998 (due to short 
payment of Rs. 41,857) only 
against salary for the month 
of May, 1998 which was 
actually Rs. 1,01, 217 —52,241.03 


(b) Salary from 01-07-1998 to 
16-07-1998 (at the same 
rate as last pay drawn for 

May. 1998 e.g. Rs. 1.01,217, — I.69,280.(K) 

(c) Incentive Pay for the period 
01 -04-1998 (at the same rate 
as incentive pay for the 
period 01-01-1998 to 

31-03-1998) —85.325.(K) 

(d) Incentive pay for the period 
01-07-1998 to 15-08-1998 
(including period of mandatory' 

notice). —38,325.00 

(e) Encashment of Earned Leave 
fromOl-Il-1994 to 16-07-1998 
(20 days leave for each year 
of service. Last basic salary 

drawn Rs. 15,552 per month. —55.080.77 

(f) Provident Fund from 01-11-1994 
to 16-07-1998 with Employer’s 
contribution (at the rate of 

Rs. 12,000/- per annum 
plus interest). 

Total = 4.59..348.8() 

It is submitted that the workman Capt. Khosla will 
be entitled to the relief of reinstatement in service with 
back wages and direction for updating of his flying category' 
of the cost of the opposite party as well as payment of 
various amounts mentioned in Para 24 above in respect of 
the period immediately prior to his illegal and void 
termination from service with effect from 16-07-1998. 

The respondents have filed written statement. In 
the written statement it has been stated that the applicant 
is guilty of Suppressio-veri and falsio suggestion.He has 
not come to this Hon’ble Tribunal with true and correct 
facts and has forged and hammered the true facts just to 
make out a false and frivolous case. The applicant is guilty 
of mis-representations and concealment of material facts. 
The claim/applications calls dismissal on this score only. 

That the application contains allegations w'hich are 
bogus, wholly vexatious even to the knowledge of 
applicant and infact frivolous litigation is sought to be 
initiated by misusing under the garb of ingenious drafting 
of application and creating mischief of litigation by 
misusing the proves of the Court merely for the purposes 
of harassing the respondent by Sham and shady actions. 
The frivolous and vexatious plaint calls dismissal on this 
very ground only. 

That the application is false even to the know ledge 
of the applicant. The applicant has made false allegations, 
which are false to his own knowledge, and the application 
has been filed with malafide intention to harass and 
pressurize the answering respondent. 
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That the application is not maintainable, as the 
applicant HoiEblc Tribunal with clean hands and has 
suppressed true facts and to mis-lead this Hon’blc Tribunal 
by concocting the fabricating story'. 

That the applicant prior lo filing a present application 
had been indulging inpressure tactics with sham and 
bogus allegations and when the respondent did not 
succumb to the pressure tactics applicant has filed the 
present application on false and frivolous grounds. All 
the alleged conflicl are created in air by the applicant and 
now by filing the present case he is guilty of Commodum 
ex injuria sua memo habere debet and cannot be permitted 
the same. The application for dismissal on this very' 
score. 

That the Hon’ble Tribunal does not have Jurisdiaion 
to try and adjudicate upon the present matter. The applicant 
has submitted that he comes under the ambit of 
‘Workman” as defined under 2(s) of the Industrial Dispute 
Act of 1947. It is respectfully submitted-that the 
Complainant does not fall under the ambit of workman as 
he does not qualify' the criteria laid down under section 
2(s) (reproduced below) of the Industrial Dispute Act 1947. 

“Workman” means any person (including and 
appreciation employed in any Industry to do any manual, 
unskilled, skilled, technical, operational, clerical or 
supervisory work for hire or reward whetlier the terms of 
employment be expressed or employed and for the purpose 
of any proceeding under this Act in relation to an Industrial 
Dispute included any such person who has been 
dismissed or discharged or retrenched in connection with, 
or has a consequence of, that dispute, but does not include 
atiy such person. 

(1) Who is subject to the Air Force Act-1950 (45 of 
19.50), or the Army Act 1950 (46 of 1950). or the 
Na\y Act, 1957 (62 of 1957); or 

(2) Who is employed in the policy' services or as 
an officer or other employ of a prison, or 

(3) Who is employed mainly in a managerial or 
administrative capacity or 

(4) Who being employed in a supervisory capacity', 
draws wages exceeding Rs. 1600 per mensam or 
exei Ci.svs. either by the nature of the duties attached 
to the O'fice or by reason of the powers vested in 
hint function mainly-of a managerial nature. 

S;Ace tiic applicant as has been admitted by him in 
tic appHcariev: was getting salary of more than One Lakh 
per irocitli. his salary is much above the permissible limit 
'C rciiig a Workman under the Industrial Dispute Act. 
i the instant application is liable to be rejected 

it'd >; a under the category of Workman as 
- Dispute Act of 1947. Furthermore 

g; stated that he was co-pilot during 
the the respondent and thus was 

■: dt gic decisions to be taken while flying. 
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He by the nature of employment was employed for 
.discharging duties, which are of managerial and in 
administrative capacity. Therefore as per statue he is not 
workman and tlius tliis Hon’blc Tribunal cannot adjudicate 
upon the present reference. 

That the present application is othcr^visc not 
maintainable in view of the fact that the scrciccs of 
applicant have been terminated after holding an enquiry 
into the charges of misconduct communicated to liim. The 
enquiry has been conducted by following the prescribed 
procedure and there arc no lacunae in the procedure 
followed for holding the enquiry' including the ultimate 
punishment of dismissal from scr\ice by the opposite 
party. 

That the present application is also not maintainable, 
as the applicant has already been given ample opportunity 
to explain his point of view with regard to llic specific 
charges levelled against him. He has been provided with a 
charge sheet laying down specific charges, he has been 
given opportunity to examine w itnesses. The enquiry has 
been held by following the prescribed procedure and 
therefore the applicant cannot be allow'ed to question the 
non-compliance of procedure for holding the enquiry at 
this stage, 

REPLY ON MERir 

That the first part of para-1 relating lo this joining 
Sahara Airlines Ltd., and hence needs no comments on 
the same. With regards to second part of his statement 
that “due to hard work and accident free flying he was 
given commendation letter besides higher salary and 
perks”. This statement is wrong and false and thus denied, 
The Complainant was given a warning by Director General. 
Civil Aviation vide his letter number 1-750/92-L (2) dated 
4th September, 1995 and he was warned to be more careful 
in future, w'hich clearly proves that the statement of the 
Complainant i.e. “accident free flying” is a deliberated lie, 
(Appendix ‘A’ of the Application). The letter No. SIAL : 
HQPERS : 95 : 1054 dated 13-1 1-1995 ‘(Annexure' of the 
Application) clearly stipulates that the review- of salaiy 
structure w'as “a unilateral structure” of the Management 
and it was not based on the alleged hard work of the 
applicant. The third part of the statement relating to his 
termination of services is his statement of fact and 
therefore requires no reply. 

The contents of para-2 is a statement of fact and 
therefore requires no reply from the respondent. 

With regard to the first part of this para relating to 
categories of pilots working with the opposite parh it is a 
statement of facts and therefore requires no reply. 
However, with regards to second part of this para that the 
applicant was not considered for promotion as he lind 
become a victim of petty jealousy by a group of ci\ ilian 
pilots and the same is wrong false and denied. The applicant 
has mischievously and intentionally not stated the full 
facts about the personal opinion of Capt. R. Landoski 
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(Appendix B of the complaint). In his letter dated 23rd 
April, 1996 Capt. R. Landoski had clearly stated with 
respect to SIA I am not in a position to set any crew 
allocation or recommend promotion. The applicant has 
not brought this fact to the notice of Hon’ble Tribunal 
that he was not recommended for promotion as stated by 
Captain R. Landoski. 

That the contents of Para 4 are wrong false and thus 
denied. The charges were specific and there was no 
enlargement of such charges vide our memorandum dated 
05-06-1998 as alleged by the applicant. In fact the charges 
levelled against the applicant were clarified later vide 
memorandum dated 01-06-1998 and no enlargement of 
charges was there. Anything stated contrary is denied in 
totality. 

The contents of para 5 are statement of facts and 
therefore requires no comments. The contents of Para 6 
are wrong, false and denied. The applicant never objected 
to Captain GPS Grewai being a member of the inquiry 
committee. The argument that the applicant specifically 
objected to Grewai being a member is an after thought 
and is without any solid/true base. Anything stated 
contrary is denied in totalit). 

The contents of Para 7 are wrong, false and denied. 
Annexure D to the application will clearly show the charges 
levelled against applicant were clear and specific and were 
not vague, nebulous, non-specific etc. as alleged by the 
applicant. Anything stated contrary is denied in totality. 
The contents of Para 8 are wrong, false and denied. There 
was no Advocate namely A.K. Trehan with the opposite 
party^ at the time of holding the inquiry. The legal Advisor 
of the applicant was/is Shri S.K, Trehan and he never 
participated in the proceedings of the inquiry committee. 
Anything stated contrary is denied in totality. 

That the contents of Para 9 are wrong, false and 
denied. The persual of Annexure G and H attached with 
the application clearly show that the applicant himself 
had cross examined Capt. Romi Sharma and Shri Sethi 
during the inquiry. While on the end the applicant has 
attached the verbatim record of questioning/answering 
the applicant/witnesses as Annexure G and H to the 
application and in the same breath he is deliberately and 
intentionally misleading the Hon’ble Tribunal by stating 
that the statement of one witness was recorded. Anything 
stated contrary is denied in totality. 

That the contents of Para 10 are wrong, false and 
denied. At the instance of the applicant Capt. Nilesh (juha 
and Capt. Atul Mehta were required to appear for cross 
questioning by the applicant. The applicant refused to 
cross examine them. The statements of Capt. Nilesh Guha 
and Capt. Atul Mehta has been attached as Annexure I 
and J on the one end. He is misleading the Hon’ble Tribunal 
that they were not available for cross examination. 
Anything stated contrary is denied in totality. 

That the contents of Para 11 are wrong, false and 
thus denied. At the instance of the applicant Capt. Nilesh 
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Guha and Capt. Atul Mehta were required to appear for 
cross questions by the applicant. The applicant refused 
to cross examine them. The statements of Capt. Nilesh 
Guha and Capt. Atul Mehta has been attached as 
Annexure I and J. He is misleading the Hon'ble Tribunal 
by stating that he was not given any opportunity to cross 
examine these witnesses. Anything staled conlraiy is 
denied in totality. 

That the contents of Para 12 are wrong, false and 
denied. The complainant refused to cross examine them. 
The statements of Capt. Nilesh Guha and Capt. Atul Mehut 
has been attached as Annexure 1 and J. He is misleading 
the Hon’ble Tribimal that they were not available for cross 
examination. The proceedings had been completed by 
the following prescribed procedure including giving ample 
opportunity to the applicant to answer the charges levelled 
against him as also cross e.xamining witnesses. Therefore 
the allegation that the proceedings have been completed 
with undue haste etc. is totally void of any reasoning 
whatsoever. Amthing stated contrary is denied in totality. 

That the contents of Para 13 are wrong, false and 
thus denied. The proceedings had been completed by the 
following prescribed procedure including giving 
opportune time to the applicant to answer the charges 
levelled against him as also cross examining witnesses. 
Therefore the allegations that the proceedings have been 
completed in violation of natural justice, is totally void of 
any reasoning whatsoever. Anything stated contrary is 
denied in totality. 

The contents of Para 14 are wrong, false and thus 
denied. The inquiry has been completed by following the 
prescribed procedure and therefore the allegation that 
the set procedure has not been adhered by the opposite 
party is thus denied. The applicant has simply made a 
vague allegation that the prescribed procedure has not 
been followed without specifying the Lucknow in the 
holding of the inquiry. The frivolous points now raised by 
the applicant about the procedure for holding the inquiry 
were never raised by him during the time the inquiry was 
going on, These are only after thoughts. 

That the'contents of Para 15 are wrong, false and 
thus denied. Capt. Guha and Capt. Mehta were called ai 
the instance of the applicant during the inquiry 
proceedings held on lOthJuly. 1998. The applicant refused 
to cross examine them. The applicant himself has atuichcd 
the statements of Capt. Guha and Capt. Mehta as Annexure 
I & J to his complaint wherein Capt. Ghua and Capt. Mehta 
have stated that both of them made themselves available 
to the applicant in connection with the Departmental 
Inquiry' but the applicant did not cross c.xamine any one of 
them. Anything stated contrary' is denied in totality. 

That the contents of Para 16 are wrong, false and 
denied. After having established the charges against the 
applicant by holding an impartial, independent inquiry 
the services of the complainant were terminated. Anything 
stated contrary is denied in totality'. 
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That the contents of Para 17 are wrong, false and 
thus denied. The charges were never of trivial nature but 
solid charges which were approved by holding a 
departmental inquiiy against the applicant in which the 
applicant was given ample opportunity to give reasons 
why disciplinary^ actions should not be taken against him 
as also the applicant was given chance to cross examine 
the witnesses specifically asked for by him. Anything 
stated contrary' is denied in totality. 

The contents of Para 18 are wrong, false and thus 
denied. The inquiry was impartial, independent and the 
termination order was on account of charges proved 
against the applicant by the inquiiy committee. The 
contents of Para 19 are wrong, false and thus denied. 

The applicant has submitted that he comes under 
the ambit of “workman” as defined under section 2(s) of 
the ID Act, 1947, It is respectfully submitted that the 
applicant does not fall under the ambit of w orkman as he 
does not qualify’ the criteria laid down under section 2(s) 
of the ID Act. 1947, 

That the contents of Para 20 are w rong, false and 
thus denied. The applicant has been given ample 
opportunity to defend himself and the order of dismissal 
is neither unfair nor victimization of the applicant since 
the disciplinary has been taken after holding an 
independent and impartial inquiry. 

The contents of Para 21 are wrong, false and thus 
denied. The opposite party has already written two letters 
Nos. SAL: HQ; PERS; 09*; 98 dated 28-09-1998 and SAL: 
HQ : PERS : 07 : 99 dated 5th July, 1999 advising the 
applicant to collect the dues from the management. In fact 
instead of collecting Uie dues the applicant is intentionally 
and mischievously taking up this case to the Hon’ble 
Tribunal. However, w ithout prejudice to the rights of the 
respondent, management again through this written offers 
the applicant to collect his dues as stated in SAL ; HQ : 
PERS ; 09; 98 dated 28-09-1998 and SAL : HQ : PERS : 
07; 99 dated 5th July, 1999 from the office of the 
management. 

The contents of Para 22 are wrong, false and thus 
denied. That the applicant prior to filing a present 
application had been indulging in pressure tactics with 
sham and bogus allegations and when the respondent 
company did not succumb to the pressure tactics the 
applicant has filed the present suit on false and frivolous 
grounds. All the alleged conflict are created in air by the 
applicant and now by filing the present case he is guilty of 
Commodum ex injuria sua memo habere debet and cannot 
be permitted the same. The complaint for dismissal of this 
very' score. 

The contents of Para 23 are statements of facts and 
thus we have no comments to offeer. The legal dues of 
the applicant are payable to the applicant and the opposite 
party are agreeable to pay the same. In fact the opposite 
party has already written two letters to the applicant to 
collect the same. 


The contents of Para 25 are wrong, false and thus 
denied. Since the dismissal of the applicant has been 
ordered after holding an impartial and independent inquiry 
for the specific charges leveled against him, the said 
termination order is neither illegal nor void. 

The workman applicant has filed rejoinder. In his 
rejoinder he has reiterated the averments of his claim 
statement and has denied most of the paras of the written 
statement. The management has also denied most of the 
paras of the claim statement. 

Evidence of both the parties has been taken. 

Heard arguments from both the sides and perused 
the papers on the record. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
Annexure-D is the charge sheet of the respondents and 
three charges were framed against the workman. These 
charges are extracted as hereunder:— 

1. In the month of May, 1998 you had used the 
following filthy, obscene and unpleasant 
remarks against the Hon’ble Chief Controller:— 

“Mr. Bose has no (. . . . unparliamentary 
language), he listens to that (.... unparliamentary' 
language) Sandhu, they are a bunch of jokers 
sitting there. I am going to fix them.” This 
remarks was made on Capt. P.K. Dawar’s flight 
in the cockpit while you were traveling as 
A.C.M. 

2. On 2nd June. 1998 y ou commented the following 
in front of G.M. Operations office, when a letter 
from G.M. Operations was delivered to you, 

“If this letter is in connection with command 
training on B .737-200. then you can tell Capt. 
Sandhu to (.unparliamentary language).” 

These remarks were made in the presence of 
Mr. Jaskirat Wazir. Senior Flight Despatchcr and 
Mr. Romy Sharma, Trainee Pilot. 

3. Again on 2nd June, 1998 while waiting to meet 
Hon’ble Chief Controller, it was obserxed by 
the H.C.C, Staff that you were talking ill of 
Sahara Airlines and the Senior management. You 
had also used abusive language against some 
seniors of Sahara Airlines. This has been 
reported by Capt. H.S. Chopra. Commander 
Turbo Props and Mr, Sethi. P.A. to G.C.C, 

It was submitted that three lines of charges are 
dotted and un-parliamentary language has been written 
but the words which constituted un-parliamentary 
language has not been specifically mentioned. So it was 
not possible for the workman to give a comprehensive 
reply to the charges. It is obvious that the charge sheet 
is absolutely vague. This is a unique type of charge 
sheet. 

It was submitted that the respondents have 
invented and innovated such charge sheet which is 
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absolutely against the spirit of the principles of natural 
justice. It cannot be ascertained as to what filthy and 
abusive language has been used. 

It was further submitted that in case some 
observations were made against co-employee, Capt. 
Sandhu and Capt. B.K. Dewaris, at the worst, the 
workman used un-healthy language for his co-employee 
and it does not constitute in itself disobedient activity. 
The workman may have used harsh language for his 
co-employee. The estranged relation among the co¬ 
employee is not an act of disobedience, if some words 
are uttered under some provocation. In charge no. 3 it 
has been mentioned that the workman had used abusive 
language against some seniors of Sahara Airlines. That 
abusive has not been specifically mentioned even in 
the third charge. A language cannot be termed abusive 
and filthy until the words used are manifestly and 
expressely mentioned in the charge sheet. 

It was further submitted that this charge sheet is 
a vague charge sheet and no inquiry can be conducted 
if the charges themselves are vague. Inquiry is a 
structure which is irrected on the foundation stone of a 
charge sheet. If the charge sheet itself is vague no 
wholesome structure can be raised. In case the 
foundation is week the entire structure is to collapse if 
it is tested on the crucible of the principles of natural 
justice. 

It was further submitted that the workman was 
not supplied with the documents of preliminary 
investigation. From perusal of the inquiry report it 
transpires that the evidence of witness was not taken 
before the workman. 

It has been held in 1984-1-LLJ-II that in case 
evidence is not recorded in the presence of delinquent 
employee and materials are gathered in the absence of 
the employee and such materials gathered are not 
communicated to the employee the concept of fair play 
is vitiated and principles of natural justice are violated 
in consequences. In the instant case the witnesses of 
the inquiry have submitted a report while preliminary 
investigation. That report was never supplied to the 
workman. The written statement of the witness was 
taken as e.xamination in chief of those witnesses and 
the workman was asked to cross examine. So there is no 
examination in chief before the delinquent and the 
written statements of the witness given by them during 
preliminary investigation have been treated as 
examination in chief Such trends violate principles of 
natural justice in view of 1984-1-LLJ-II. 

It has been held in AIR 1962 Punjab 496 that “A 
departmental inquiry conducted for the purpose of 
taking disciplinary action against a public servant is 
not an empty formality; it is a serious proceeding 
intended to give the officer concerned a chance to meet 
the charge and to prove his innocence. The right of 
officer charged to cross examine the witnesses who gave 
evidence against him is a valuable right and in order to 


effectively exercise this right it is necessary that the 
examination in chief of the witnesses should be recorded 
in the presence of the party against whom the 
deposition is made. An inquiry wherein, examination in 
chief has been recorded in the absence of the person 
charged though he is allowed to cross examine the 
witnesses, cannot be said to have been held in 
accordance with the rules of natural justice and order 
passed in such an inquiry is liable to be set aside under 
Article 226 of the Constitution. (S) AIR 1957 SC 882 and 
AIR 1961 SC 1070 and AIR 1961 SC 1623, Foil.” 

It was submitted that the effective opportunity 
was not afforded to the workman to cross examine the 
witnesses as the statement of witness was not taken 
before the workman, their previous statement was relied 
upon. The inquiry stands vitiated in view of this law. 

It was further submitted that the Hon’ble Apex 
Court in 1963 II LLJ 452 has held that examination in 
chief should be recorded before the delinquent. The 
relevant portion is reproduced as hereunder:— 

“Besides, when evidence is recorded in the presence 
of the accused person there.is no room for 
persuading the witness to make convenient 
statements and it is always easier for an accused 
person to cross examine the witness if his evidence 
is recorded in his presence. Hence the idea of 
recording statements of witnesses ex-partc and then 
producing the witnesses before the employee, 
concerned for cross examination after serving him 
with such previously recorded statements should 
be discouraged even in cases where the witnesses 
concerned make a general statement on the latter 
occasion that the statements already recorded 
correctly represent what they have stated. Unless 
there are compelling reasons to do so the normal 
procedure should be followed and all evidence 
should be recorded in the presence of the workman 
who stands charged with the commission of acts 
constituting misconduct.” 

Inquiry in the instant case has been conducted in 
absolute abeyance and disregard of the settled principles 
of natural justice. It was submitted from the side of the 
respondents that this Tribunal is not sitting in appeal and 
it cannot substantiate its own views against the findings 
of the inquiry officer. This Tribunal w hile exercising the 
power of judicial review cannot normally substantiates its 
own conclusion. 

It was also submitted from the side of the 
management that in a domestic inquiry strict and 
sophisticated rules of evidence under evidence act should 
not be made applicable. Even a delinquent can be held 
guilty on hearsay evidence if it has reasonable nexus and 
credibility. It is not the duty of Industrial Adjudicator to 
evaluate the evidence of the inquiry' afresh. The sufficicnc) 
of evidence is beyond the scrutiny of Tribunal. My 
attention was drawn to AIR 1977 SC. 
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I i is of course true that the ludustria! Adjudicator is 
not the appellate forum and evidence should not be re- 
appreciaied and it could not arrived at independent 
findings on the evidence. The Industrial Adjudicator has 
the power of judical review and it is not any appellate 
power. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman tliat 
the disciplinary authority imposed punishment without 
personal hearing. It transpires from perusal of the inquir>' 
proceedings that no show cause notice regarding proposed 
punishment w as gi \ en. It was submitted that it is an essential 
feature of principles of natural justice. None should be 
condemned un-hcard. No order can be passed without 
hearing the other side. In the instant case the workman has 
not been heard before inflicting penalty-. It was submitted 
that the inquiry stands vitiated on this count alone. 

It was submitted from the side of the management 
that this Court lacks inherent jurisdiction to try and 
adjudicate upon the present matter since the applicant is 
not a workman under Section 2(s) of the ID Acy 1947. The 
workman applicant was working in Superv-isorv' and 
Managerial capacity and his last drawn salary- inclusive of 
all perks and benefits w as Rs. 1,01,217 per month. He was 
granted various other fringe benefits like fresh air travel, 
medical iaci lines for self and family members. He has to 
take independent decision, control and supervision over 
co-pilot and other crew members of the Aircraft. By nature 
of his employment he was working in administrative 
capacity’ as such lie does not fall within the ambit of a 
workman. This point was raised earlier and the P.O. has 
held that the duly of the workman was operational. His 
duty in truth and circumstance was operative In the 
amended dcftniticn of Section 2(s). Operational duty' has 
been taken under the purv iew' of workman’s duty for the 
propose of Ihe definition of the workman in the ID Act. 
This point cannot be raised as this point has been 
adjudicated upon after hearing both the parties in the 
interim proceedings and it has the effect of res-judicata or 
alleasl cohstructive resjudicata. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
ambigous and loose language in the chargesheet indicates 
that the respondents had prejudged his guilt and the inquiry 
was simply a device and formality for termination of his 
services. The contents in the instant chargesheet are 
indeed vague. 

It has been held in a catena of decisions of the 
Hon ble Apex Court and of the Horrible High Court that 
the charges should accurately and precisely state w hether 
the act of commission and omission constituted 
misconduct. In the instant chargesheet dotted lines have 
made it absolutely vague so the workman could not reply 
to the charges comprehensively. The respondents have 
made use of abbreviations. Un-parliamentar\- language 
used in the chargesheet is itself vague and 
incomprehensive. It gives impression that the respondents 
have taken the guilt of the workman as a foregone 
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conclusion. The chargesheet should be framed in .such a 
language which is commonly understood and w Inch is in 
common usages. The instant chargesheet is not precise in 
terms. Loose and vague terms just as un-parliamcniary 
language and derogatory remarks have been used. It docs 
not convey in the correct sense the charges brought oni 
against the employee 

It has been held in 1992 (2) LLJ .369 that 

'Tf particulars of misconduct are not incorporated 
in the charge sheet, then it will not be considered 
and the entire inquirv-will become a farce in which 
principles of natural Justice arc not complied with. 
In such cases the dismissal order is liable to be 
quashed.” 

It has been further held in AIR 1966 SC 324 that:— 

“It is the duty’ of the employer to communicate to 
the delinquent employee not only the p.^eeisc nature 
of charges but also Uie documents if any upon w hich 
charges 

Th ’ on the delinquent is not a 

valid: has been conducted taking 

the c lion stone but ihc charge sheet 

itr vague language and lacking in 

r 

from tliC side of the workman that 
jcvi; conducted in hottest best. It has been 
. only on two dates and the witness summoned 
.vnian w'ere not presented by the respondents. 
- ’isal of the inquiiy' it becomes quite ob\ ious that 
iry has been concluded hastily on tw o dales and 
the ’an was not issued notice for personal hearing. 
The au . of the delinquent is a little defiant as is manifesi 
from his replies. He has called ihe charges nebulous and 
he has stated that he no longer wants to cross examine 
any other witness. There is a slight colour of insub¬ 
ordination in liis attitude and behaviour of the delinquent. 
He is a proficient Pilot no doubt and he has received 
cormnendation for his excellent performance. 

However the conduct and attitude of the delinquent 
employee is not a subject matter of the inquiiy and it is not 
a matter of consideration by this Tribunal. This Tribunal 
is only to,consider whether the inquiiy- has been conducted 
according to the principles of natural justice or not. There 
is no legal e-vidence in the inquiry-. Sufficient opporlimitics 
have been given to the respondents and they ha\ c indeed 
adduced evidence but they have not tried to explain the 
un-parliamcntary language used by the delinquent and 
derrigotary remarks made by the workman. As sucli the 
chargesheet remains vague. Vagueness has not been 
e.xplained away by evidence in the inquiry proceedings 
and it has not been e.\plnincd away during the deposition 
of the management witness. The defects of the cliargc- 
sheet have been highlighted. Inquiry has no doubt been 
conducted hastily. The delinquent was suspended so he 
should have been given sufficient time and opporlimiiy 
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to cool down. Hurriedly doing is not unwise and delay 
doing is not wise. An inquiry can be conducted even 
during one day. Delay and several dates of the inquiry 
cannot make it valid. But in the facts and circumstances 
the respondents have acted hastily and hastily doing is 
never wise. 

The respodents have filed application. Praying of 
for additional evidence for arriving to definite conclusion. 
Order has been passed on the application. I thought it 
necessary to mention this application in this award. The 
cqse is pending since 2000. The parties have been given 
two years time to lead evidence and several adjournments 
have been granted. As per provisions ID cases should 
be decided in one year. This caSe has taken five complete 
years. Application for further evidence has been 
rejected. Order has been passed on the application. 

It was further submitted by the respondents that 
a proper inquiry has been held and principles of natural 
justice have been followed. This Court cannot re¬ 
appreciate the evidence recorded during the course of 
inquiry. 

It was submitted from the side of the management 
that inquiry has been held for a serious misconduct 
including derogatory remarks about seniors. But that 
derogatory remarks and abusive language has not been 
specifically mentioned in the chargesheet itself. 

It was further submitted that the management took 
the services of a lawyer during the proceedings of 
inquiry and the workman also requested that he should 
alsoT>e permitted to be represented by a lawyer but his 
application was rejected. The Inquiry Officer has acted 
as Presenting Officer. He cannot discharge dual duty. 
There is no proof that respondents took the help of a 
lawyer. In case they had taken services of a lawyer such 
a vague chargesheet would not have been framed by 
the respondents. There is no merit in this contention. 

The workman has enumerated certain dues which 
have not been paid to him. He has demanded Rs. 4, 59, 
348.80. The workman applicant should file separate 
application for dues wrongfully withheld by the 
opposite party in respect of the period of employment 
prior to his termination from his services. 

In the instant case only the reference is to be 
replied and order regarding dues cannot be passed. The 
applicant is advised to move application under Section 
33-C(2) of the ID Act, 1947 so that his dues withheld 
may be computed in terms of money. 

My attention was drawn to 1984 Lab IC 658, It has 
been held that dismissal is victimization in case inquiry 
has not been properly conducted. 

It was further submitted that the charges are 
extremely lacking in material particulars. Termination is 
as a clock for awarding punishment of dismissal and in 
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case inquiry' is not set aside there would be complete 
travesty of justice. 

It was further submitted by the workman that he 
has been victimized in view of jealousy with a group of 
Civilian Pilots having negative feeling against him. His 
performance has been taken to be very excellent. Civilian 
Pilots were not able to cope up with his performance so 
they cherised ill will. The chargesheet served on the 
workman is notvalied charge sheet in view of 1983 Lab 
IC page 1909 SC. 

It transpires from inquiry proceedings that he has 
been given opportunity to cross examine the witnesses 
and he has cross examined them. The witnesses 
summoned by him in defence were not cross examined 
by him, so it cannot be said that he has not been 
afforded opportunity for cross examination. There is 
no letter on record to show that he wanted to produce 
some witnesses in defence but such opportunity was 
not offered. 

It is ture that sufficiency or aducacy of evidence 
is not to be considered by this Tribunal but what is not 
admissible in Evidence Act cannot be admissible in 
inquiry proceedings, inquiry is a quasi judicial 
proceeding. The inquiry committee has relied upon the 
statement of witnesses who were not examined before 
the delinquent. Abusive and derogatory remarks have 
not been mentioned in the chargesheet. The workman 
has not been supplied a copy of the materials collected 
behind his back. The inquiry has been concluded in 
short shrift. These are the incidences which have made 
the inquiry an absolute farce. Principles of natural justice 
have not been observed. The workman applicant has 
been punished un-heard. No misconduct has been 
proved by the witness of the management. It is an 
inquiry of no evidence and inquiry should not be an 
empty formality. The inquiry stands vitiated on the 
grounds mentioned above. The laws cited by the 
respondents are not applicable in the facts and 
circumstances of the instant case. 

The reference is replied thus :— 

The action of the Chief Controller, Sahara Airlines 
Ltd., 7th Floor Amba Deep Building, 14. Kasturba 
Gandhi Marg, Connought Place, New Delhi-110001 in 
terminating the services of Capt. R. Khosla, Ex. Pilot. 
Resident of A-160, Jalwayu Vihar, Sector : 21. Noida 
(UP)—201301 w.e.f 16-7-1998 is neither justified nor 
valid or legal. The workman is entitled to be reinstated 
with full back wages w.e.f. 16-7-1998. In case of default 
the workman will be entitled to 10% interest per annum 
over the entire back wages. 

Award is given accordingly. 

Dated: 13-2-2006. R.N. RAI, Presiding Officer 
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Ram Majhi, Casliicr-cum-Clerk w. e. f. 19-12-1994 is 
legal and justified? If not. to what relief the said 
workman is entitled." 
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Nn\ Delhi, the 20th FcbRi;.vr>, 2006 

S.O, 11)63.—- in pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Indnstnal Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No, 48/ 

199 V) of the Central Goa eminent Industrial Tribunal-Cuni- 
Labour Court No. 2 Nca\' Dchli as shown in the Aimcxure in 
the Industiia! lOisputc between the employers in rekition to 
ih.c rnaiiagcnicnl of Punjab National Bank and their 
worl.m.Tn, \%hieh was received by the Central 
Go'^cn^ociV on 2O-2-2006, 

lNo.L-t2()l2/29/96-!R(B-li)| 
C, GANGADHARAN. Under Scew, 

ANNEXIJRE 

BEFORE nIE PRESIDING OFTICER: CENTRAL 
(;OVERNMEM INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM 
I ABOUR COURT-n,NEW DELHI 

R.N. RAi M : Presiding Ofheer ’ 

I.D. No. 48/1997 

III »Ju* matter of:— 

Sli. t !:nc iCmi Majhi. 

R.'o Sitapuri. Fari-li. 

(M) 

Nev I>.'!hi45. 

VERSUS 

4'hc Gcacrai Man.iyci. 

'PuitiabNri’ionni Bank, 

.'.n.'i ivin'i! ’tu -C" 1, 
tbistov Mmg. 

'Ac. Ocihi, 

.AWARD 

i lie cf (.abourbyils letter No. L-12012/29/ 

v6 1R(B-i f) ('cnira! Government Dtd. 04/09-04-1997 has 
1 eJ.-: TV'! the icMoc ing point for adjudication. - 

i’lv:' peunt rues re, unuCi :— 

'Viur-- ■ iiie aciion of management of Punjab 
aa‘enA m dismissing the services of Shri Hare 


The workman appl icant has filed claim statement 1 n 
his claim statement it has been stated that he was 
appointed on the post of peon on 29-01-1979.-’fhat after 8 
months of joining his services the Bank called for original 
caste certificate from him. The original caste certificate of 
the applicant was lost. So he informed the bank that his 
photostat of caste certificate is on the personal file and if 
there is any doubt the Bank may get this certificate verified 
to its satisfaction. That on 13-07-1980 a chargcshcct was 
ser\^ed on the workman that his caste certificate is forged. 
The workman replied that the Photostat copy of the caste 
certificate is with the management and its autlicnlicit) or 
otherwise may be inquired by the bank and lie also informed 
the Bank that he was sending letter to his village tor gelling 
another duplicate caste certificate and he will deposit the 
same after receiving it. 

That on 06-02-1982 caste certificate was obtained by 
his father bearing No. .381 and he deposited the same in 
1982. The Bank in order to gel the certificate \cri (led wrote 
letter No. 442 dated 24-03-1982 to (he District Padadhikari. 
The District Padadhikari replied lo the aforesaid Idler of 
the bank on 14-05-1982 that Shri Hare Ram Majhi. S/o, Shri 
R. D, Majhi is Scheduled Tribe ceil ifi calc. 

That the workman passed lOlh. 12tliand B. A. with 
the permission of the Bank and he appeared in the 
departmental e.xamination of Clerk/Cashicr and he was 
interviewed but he was not promoted and letter to District 
Padadhikari was issued by the Bank regarding his caste 
certificate and after rccciv ing report from the District 
Padadhikari, Si wan he was discharged <'md promoted to 
the post of ClerkyCashicr. 

That on 23-09-1986 another chargeshcci was issued 
to the workman that he has forged his caste certificalc and 
the workman replied that he has not committed an\ forgerv 
in the caste certificate. 

That on 19-10-1994 the Regional Manager sent a 
notice to the workman regarding proposed punishment of 
dismissal. The workman appeared for personal hearing on 
26-10 1994 and proposal was placed before liirn that lie 
vAas demoted from the po.st of CiciL Cashier and deputed 
on the pest of peon and his 3 increments aaiiIi cuiuukUiAC 
effect arc also withheld. The AAorkmai: infonncd the 
respondents that IicaatI! challenge the inqviiiy proceedings 
in the Court as he belongs lo Scheduled 'fribc CoinmuiinA 
and will proAe this fact before the Court so he asked liic 
management to dismiss him w ithoiil notice. 

That on 04-01-1995 the AAorkmaii appealed lo the 
Zonal Manager bui his appeal A\as not disposed of till 

22- 03-1995. He again appealed to the Zonal Manager on 

23- 03-1995 and he was asked to appear for ix^rsonal hear mg 
on 04-04-1995. 
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He was again summoned by the Zonal Manager for 
personal hearing on 17-10-1995 and the management got 
him signed a letter in which it was written that he admits 
the charges and he should be punished as has been done 
with the employees similarly circumstances and he should 
be taken back in service after withholding his increments. 

That the workman had not committed any mistake 
still he signed the letter as his family will survive in case he 
is taken back in service. He will have to loose only certain 
increments. 

That on 24-11-1995 he was informed that he has 
admitted his guilt so his appeal was dismissed so the Bank 
deceived him after assuring him to take back in service 
withholding 3 increments in case he admitted the charges. 

It is prayed that after 16 years of service tiie workman 
lias been dismissed and he should be taken back in service. 

The management has filed written statement. The 
case of the respondents is that the reply to the notice of 
disciplinary' proceedings was found not satisfactory so a 
departmental committee was constituted to go into the 
charges levelled against the delinquent. Ihe delinquent 
has filed false caste certificate. After inquiry the Inquiiy 
Officer found the charges proved and a show cause notice 
was issued to him with proposal of punishment of dismissal. 
The delinquent replied to that. That after considering his 
representation the disciplinary authority imposed the 
punishment of dismissal on the workman. He filed an appeal. 
The Appellate Authority after hearing the workman 
dismissed his appeal. The name of the delinquent was 
sponsored by Employment Exchange as Scheduled Tribe 
candidate but when original caste certificate was demanded 
from him he stated that the original was lost and he filed 
another certificate issued from the District Magistrate. 
Siwan (Bihar). The respondents entered into 
correspondence with the District Magistrate, Siwan (Bihar) 
regarding the authenticity of the second caste certificate. 

I he DM, Siw an replied tliat the word Gorait has been added 
after the word Dushad and the w'ord Jan has been added 
prior to the word Jati. 

It has been further stated that the delinquent did not 
submit his original certificate at the time of employment. 
He submitted a photocopy. The second certificate 
submiilcd by him was not similar to the photocopy so the 
matter was inquired into, it vvas found that the delinquent 
lias filed a fake and forged certificate in order to get 
employment. This matter \\as verified from issuing 
authority and the issuing nulhorir> wrote to the 
respondents that the photoc<>pv : -v-fu to him 

was not issued in ilsorigirui': smsp; 
h ;• been conducted accorditu' jo <:w’p!cs ot uaim;)! • 
usticc, The vsorknian has concealed liis real caste and lie 
has sought af)pointmenl under Scheduled Tribe Category’ 
whereas after inquiry he was not found a candidate of 
Scheduled Tribe. So he was dismissed of serv’ice. 


It was submitted ftom the side of the workman that 
management conducted an inquiry; prior to this inquiry 
regarding caste certificate of the workman an inquiry’ was 
held and disciplinary authoritj’ by order dated 22-07-1986 
exenorated him of the charges levelled against him vide 
charge sheet dated 13-07-1980. It becomes quite obvious 
that a fuliledged inquiry was held on charge sheet dated 
13-07-1980 and the Inquiry Officer did not find the gink 
proved and the disciplinary’ authority relying on the findings 
of the Inquiry Officer exenorated this worl ;r ; ’ on 

22- 07-1987. 

It was further submitted that the senu tlu.: 
workman is governed by tlie BPS, There is no j-K ' ' u tor 
fresh inquiry or second inquiry. There is no p;rj. o . ; fot 
two inquiries. Inquiry against this vvoiknian .. as Li ,d b\ 
the order of the competent authority. 1 lie Inquiry On. icci 
after perusal of the inquiry report gave a finding ili.i- gni]! 
of the delinquent is not made out. The Disciplniary 
Authority’ accepted the findings of the Inquiry Officer and 
he e.xenorated the workman. 

It was submitted that he should not be vexed twice. 
One Inquiry Officer finds guilt not proved and the other 
Inquiry Officer finds gui It prov ed regarding forgciy of caste 
certificate. It is correct that the two inquiries cannot be 
instituted regarding the same misconduct and there sisouid 
not be second vexatious trial of the workman In the facts 
and circumstances of the case caste w as the cruet ei o; i i:e 
basis of which the workman was selected. Caste, age and 
educational qualification arc essential for appomtinc n I’- i.: 
workman submitted a photocopy of caste certific.i'c and 
he was selected on the basis of that caste certificate 
the first inquiry it might have come to the iiotice oi ihe 
workman that he has sub«uttcd a laisc ccrttfcatc. so the 
matter was inquired into. It is quite true that a caste 
certificate No, 381 dated66-02-198, \a.s issui:d bs the D.M. 
Siwan (Bihar). In the original cast.: certificate the caste of 
the w'orkman was mentioned as Diisliadh and according to 
amended order of 1956 he was a scheduled caste candidate 

It iran:U')ircs from perusal of the caste cct'tii!v.a!c 
submitted b\ t!ic ’.vorkinan that the word Gorait a; ' a 
have been added after Dushadh and bdore Jan : . ■ 
forgery has been commuted bv ;k;i: , 'u iUii-jr i- 

make a certificate of schedukd t. f .a.. 

The workman ,!'u .... ’ •. 

another caste certificate 60! iv 6 

submitted from (he side- of (iu: t • 

23- 09-1986 the DM. Siwan (Bihar) iufear :e:. ■ : 

that caste certificate No. 381 hasbcctii-y: '• m; i 

dated 06-02-1982 and it was fouitd tliat {iio apid: .;.m 
belonged to caste Dushadh and there is no mention in i he 
certificate of Gorait and Jan. The workman has filed a 
certificate from All India Harijan Adiwasi Kal\an Sangh 
dated 05-04-1997 and it has been mentioned in the 
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certificate that the workman Hare Ram Majhi is of Gorait 
caste. In this certificate it has been only mentioned that the 
caste of Hare Ram Majhi is Gorait. It has not been mentioned 
anywhere in this certificate that he is Scheduled Tribe. The 
workman has also filed certificate dated 24-11-1986 from 
the Administrative Officer, Lodi Road, New Delhi and it 
has been mentioned that Shri Hare ^m Majhi, R/o. Lodi 
Road, New Delhi belongs to Dushadh (Gorait caste) which 
has been declared as Scheduled Tribe by the Government 
of Bihar. Dushadh and Gorait are identical. Chief 
Administrative Officer, Government of Bihar, Bihar Bhawan 
is not entitled to issued caste certificate. 

The DM, Siwan has specifically mentioned in his 
letter No. 25-3/86-2501 that in the photocopy Shri Hare 
Ram Majhi has added the word Gorait and the word Jan. He 
has done interpolation and forgery in his caste certificate. 
From the letter of the DM, Siwan it becomes quite obvious 
that the workman has submitted a forged certificate. The 
DM, Siwan has asked the respondents that letter No,2061 
dated 15-07-1986 be deemed cancelled and amended 
verified certificate has been issued by the DM, Siwan and 
it has been mentioned that after verification the Welfare 
Officer by his letter No.441 dated 08-08-1986 has found him 
Dushad and a Scheduled Caste. 

From perusal of the above document it becomes quite 
clear that the workman did noi l:??dong to Scheduled Tribe 
at the time of his appointment. In his letter dated 
04-04-1995 Shri Hare Ram Majhi has categorically admitted 
the charges and he has requested the respondent to impose 
punishment on him as has been done in the case of the 
employees similarly circumstanced. This letter is categorical 
admission of the charges levelled against the workman 
and he had admitted that he submitted a false caste 
certificate. The workman has filed a photocopy of the 
letter according to which Gorait has also been included in 
Scheduled Tribe. This document is not the original 
declaration of the Government and the date of such 
declaration cannot be ascertained from this document. If 
there is notification he should have filed the attested or 
certified copy of that declaration. The workman has given 
an application on 23-08-2005 and he has alleged in his letter 
that in the year! 979 he was appointed to the post of peon 
in reser\cd category on the basis of Scheduled Tribe. 
30 candidates were recruited belonging to Scheduled Tribe 
and all have been served chargeshcet for submitting fake 
caste certificate and this workman was also serv ed charge 
sheet along with them on 13-07-1980. It has been further 
alleged in this letter that all the chargesheeted employees 
had filed fake caste certificate and have been taken in 
service after withholding of 1, 2 or 3 increments with 
cumulative effect. This workman also requested the 
management to consider his case as the bank has done in 
the case of 30 other employees who have submitted fake 
certificate but Shri R.K. Nagpal, General Secretary of the 
province settled the matter with the respondents and the 


30 employees mentioned above were taken in service after 
withholding of increments only. This workman was refused 
this benefit. This application was filed on 23-08-2005 in the 
presence of the respondents but no objection has been 
filed against this application. The content of this application 
remains'unrebutted. As such the bank found other 30 fake 
'caste certificates and inquiry was conducted against those 
30 employees. They admitted the charges and the Bank 
after negotiations with the General Secretary kept them in 
service after withholding two or three increments. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
the Bank should have considered his case along with the 
other such employees. The fact is that the workman did 
not admit his charge so fulfledged inquiry was conducted 
against him. The other employees admitted their charges 
so the respondents retained them in service. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
his case has been dealt with differently and he has been 
given discriminatory treatment. The respondents have not 
the discretion to take Scheduled Caste on the post reserved 
for Scheduled Tribe. But since the respondents have 
exercised their discretion the benefit of their discretion 
should also be afforded to the workman applicant. It 
appears that the workman applicant did not admit his 
charges so a fiilflcdged inquiry' was held and he was found 
guilty. The workman later on admitted his guilt but the 
management did not impose on him the penalty' which has 
been inflicted on the employees similarly situated. The 
workman is entitled to get this benefit aixl to get the discretion 
pf the respondents, the respondents cannot follow pick and 
choose policy, if the employee after submitting a fake 
certificate regarding his caste admits his charges and he is 
retained in service. Another who does not admit his charge, 
cannot be given different punishment. The employee was 
adamant all along the inquiry and he admitted his guilt \v hen 
he was dismissed. In the facts and circumstances of the case 
the workman deserves to be reinstated vvilh continuity of 
service but without back wages. 

It appears from perusal of the record that the 
respondents have retained in service the other employees 
who produced false Scheduled Tribe Certificate after 
withholding increments. The claimant is entitled to get this 
benefit on the principles of equality'. 

The reference is replied thus :~~ 

'The action of the management of Punjab National 
Bank in dismissing the seivices of Shri Hare Ram Majhi. 
Cashier-cum-Clerk vv. e. f 19-12-1994 is neither absolutely 
legal nor absolutely justified. The workman dcsen es to be 
reinstated without back wages but with continuity of 
service w. e. f 19-12-1994 vvithin two months from the 
publication of the aw ard. 

Award is given accordingly. 

Dated; 17-02-2006 

R. N. RAI. Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 22nd Fd)ruary, 2006 

S.O. 1064.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
(jovernment hereby publishes the award (Reference No. 
30/2005) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Lucknow now as shovm in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the management of United 
Bank of India, and their workmen, which was received 
by the Central Government on 22-2-2006. 

[No. L-12011/3 l/2005-IR{B-II)] 

C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, LUCKNOW 

PRESENT: 

SHRKANT SHUKLA, Presiding Officer 
I.D: No. 30/2005 

• Ref. No. L-12011/31/2005-IR(B-II)Dt. 5-7-2005 

BETWEEN; 

United Bank of India Employees Union 
Asstt. Regional Secretary, 

United Bank of India Employees Union, 

53 Leader Road, Allahabad-9 

AND 

The Chief Manager 
United Bank of India, 

4B, Habibullah Estate, Hazratganj, 

Lucknow 

AWARD 

The Govenunent of India, Ministry of Labour, New 
Delhi referred the following dispute for adjudication to the 
Presiding Officer, CGIT-cum-Labour Court, Lucknow. 


“Whether the action of the management of United 
Bank of India, Allahabad in imposing the punishment 
on Sri Shi\^ji Prasad Mishra vide punishment Order 
No. CR/CM/DISaSPM/1966/2003 Dated 24-9-03 is 
legal and justified ? If not to what relief the concerned 
workman is entitled to?” 

It appears that the claim was espoused by United 
Bank of India Employees Union, Allahabad. While issuing 
the reference order the Government of India, Minisrt>' of 
Labour endorsed its copy to Chief Manager, United Bank 
of India, Lucknow and United Bank of India Employees 
Union, Allahabad. It was directed that the parties raisaing 
dispute shall file statement of claim complete with relevant 
documents, list of reliance and witesses with the Triubunal 
within 15 days of the receipt of the order of reference and 
also forwarded copy of such statement of claim to each 
one of the opposite parties involved in this dispute under 
Rule 10 (B) of the I. D. (Central) Rules 1957. The said order 
of 5th July, 2005 and was received in the office of CGIT- 
cum-Labour Court, Lucknow on 17-8-05. The Trade Union 
did not file any statement of claim therefore it w as ordered 
on 23rd September, 2005 for waiting for statement of claim. 
On 23-9-05 none responded when the case was called out 
therefore registered notice was ordered to be issued to the 
parties for filing statement of claim. The ne.xt date w as fixed 
28*10-2005. 

On 28-10-05 the workman Sri S. R Mishra filed an 
application authorising 3 representative Sri Y. S. Rohit. Sri 
R, K. Verma and Sri Dilip 'Vferma. Sri Dilip Verma filed the 
authority letter when the case was called out but did not 
file statement of claim. Therefore Presiding Officer ordered 
the registered notice be issued to the opposite party to file 
written statement list of documents and list of witnesses 
by 18-11-2005. 

On 18-11-2005 Sri D. P. Mukhopadhyay. D>'. Regional 
Manager filed the authority' letter A6 and Sri R. K. Verma 
filed application D-5 for adjournment of the case. In the 
circumstances 6-1-2006 was fixed for filing statement of 
claim 

On 6-1-2006 another adjournment application D-7 was 
moved, therefore 20-1-06 was fixed for hearing. On 20-1 -06 
parties did not appear. Therefore 3-2-06 was fixed for 
hearing. 

On 3-2-06 the State President Sri Vikas Nigam moved 
an application I>8 seeking adjournment and a opportunity 
to file sttement of calim. It was ordered on said application 
that claim statement alongwith the documnets on which 
the trade union relies alongwith list of w itnesses be filed’ 
within a week and its photo copy be sent to the bank b\ 
registered post and postal receipt be also filed in evidence 
of proof for compliance of order. On the same day another 
datei.e. 13-2-06 was fixedfor hearing. 



2398 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; MARCH 18. 2006/PHALGUNA27. 1927 


The trade union has not been able to plead that 
Sri S. P. Misra was the employee of the United Bank of 
India on a particular post and he was punished by the 
order No. CR/CM/DISC/SPM/1966/2003 dt. 24-9-03 and the 
said order was illegal and unjustified. It was for the trade 
union to pro\'c that the punishment order referred in the 
reference order was illegal and unjustified. In the 
circumstances of the case the management has not filed 
any written statement. There is no other alternative then to 
pass No Claim Award. Award passed accordingly, 

Lucknow 13-2-2006 

SHRIKANT SHUKLA, Presiding Officer 
M 24 2006 
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New Delhi, the 24 th February , 2006 

S.O. 1065.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref 33/2001) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-Cum-Labour 
Court. Bangalore as shown in the Annc.xure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of Syndicate 
Bank and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 24-2-2006. 


[No. L-1201 Z^9/2(X) 1 -IR(B-I1)] 
C. GANGADHARAN. Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDIJSTRL41, n«B(JNAIX:UM-LABOURCOURT 
BANGALORE 

Dated 14 th Februaiy 2006 

PRESENT 


SHRIA R. SIDDIQUI: Presiding OUlcei 

CR. No.33/01 


I Party 

Shri MB. Gunaga, 
S/o B. N. Gunaga. 
Vill. Tankaniken, 
•Ankola Taluk. 
Kan\ar 

K ama taka -581314 


II Party 

The Deputy Genera! .Manager 
Syndicate Bank, 

Zonal Office, Sy ndicate To\\ers'. 
UDUPl 

Kanu:.T.:-57610! 


|P.-\i<T II—Sfv’ 3(n)j 


AWARD 

1. The Central Go\ eminent by c.xcrcisiiig llic 
powers conferred by clause(d) of sub-scction 2A of tlie 
Section 10 of the indushial Disputes Act, 1947 has referred 
t hi s di spate \’i de orde r. N o. L -12012/9/2001 /I R( B -11) dated 
27th April, 2006 for adjudicaiion on the follow lag schedule. 

SCHFttELE 

•"Whether the action ol ti:c management of Sy ndicate 
Bank Zonal Office, Udupi is justified in imposing the 
punishment of dismissal from service to Shri .MB. 
Gunaga. Attciidcr. Basgod branch as per Clause 
I9.5(i) of the Bipartite Scttlcmcnf,^ If not. what relief 
the said workman is entitled to?" 

2. The case of the first parri' workman (herein alicr 

called the first part\ ) as mack oat ia ilr 11,f as ;'s:iU ck ni 
(touching to the merits of the ussc) laiKvidm v; vii. r d 
to the validit} of DE arc a\'oio ‘d as idU h.is is v-sd la i 
not lair and proper \ ide sepiaaa C' s;; ? h;;; 

the services of the managcmeni ;R:i -s" hr s.; 'S, 

and worked at Kaivvar Brand; up!o M 1 .-3'; 13 wa 
transferred to Axarsa branch idi *'6% :3. a: 
transferred to Basgod branch d' Aukoia \e:,e;v is 
worked up till 29-4-2000 till he wiis ■ Ivanisscd f ons iej; 3 ■ 
illegally; that he worked w ith t , urmagerndti disvO.aro ■ 
his duties with utmost dewniaa .aid a v : e3 

and excellent record of ser\ icc . o.ir. ,- iy .: p..:. ;. ,: s 
more than 20 years rocc!\ nu:: '.iphi'cciau'S; 'ep 
and ceroficates for having can . assi d maxin-u/n 
forthebank; that inihc montliiJeccnibcr *999. 'nr (n-v 
party was made a eicttin o ::!r..ums!aiKCs bv t!;c 
management officials in ccllusi' ; nod R-ost)*; ac\ v Pb 
another by obtaining a comph, ii* i;c;n v-w. S' :■ . 
Sukuru Gouda one oftiic ciislo: sn*. of On. ‘vn;’. .op. 
that tlic first paits liaci issued a diaiuonvl mbd..'; ! ■ .;> 
Certificate for a sumof Rs 2f)()() on 14 - 0-1 .'j-, ■■ : 

said Shiva Gouda (for short) with a maturii\ x;*! ;; of 
Rs.4()()t),/-as on 14-12-1999 and that Shi\;i (ioud.;* had 
produced the DJCC for repayment of the m-:; nit\ xalue 
with the bank; that w lulc he w as working at Basgod Branch 
on 23-12-1999. the branch manager on inlinialioii from iho 
Manager. Aearsa Branch directed the first i-riN to go to 
Avarsa branch with a sum of Rs,4000/-with la-a. Mc\ isiicd 
the A\'arsa branch at 4 PM without knowing the reasons 
for the same; that at about 4 PM on 23-12-1999 when the 
first party cmered iiie chambers of the branch. Awusa 
Branch, to his surprise he found Shri Ganesh Peio. ihc ihen 
Branch Manager. Shri N R. Ffiiat. the .Assistant Manager. 
.Avarsa Branch, Sh.n Gancsii Kainath. Di\ isiona! .Manager 
and Shri A.nna Roa, DepuR D!\ isional Manager prescni m 
the chambers of the Brancli Manager. A\ arsa Branch No 
sooner he entered tlic chambers, the door of the cabiii wa.s 
kept dosed and tlic first party was asked as fo uhciher lie 
had issued the DJCC bearing No 0.3644 14 dated 14-6-1004 
with a face calue of Rs 2(.M)()/-and llic inainnu \ aiiie of 
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Rs.4000/- to any of the customers. When the first party 
denied the allegations, the aforesaid officials directed him 
to admit the guilt and give it in \vriti ng that he had committed 
the offence of issuing DJCC to Shiva Gouda, a customer of 
the bank. When he refused to admit the guilt they 
threatened him of the dire consequences of handing over 
him to the police and assured him that in the event of his 
admission of the guilt, no disciplinary' action will be taken 
against him and tie wilt be continued in the ser\’ice. Thus, 
creating fear and hope in the mind of the first party the 
management succeeded in obtaining the letter of admission 
of guilt which was not given by him voluntarily but under 
threat, force and coercion. They also made him to deposit 
a sum of Fts. 4000/- in the Suspense Account of the Bank 
on the next date i.e. on 24-12-1999: that based on the 
aforesaid allegations and the letter of admission obtained 
from him, he was placed under suspension vide order dated 
28-12-1999 and thereafter he was issued with the charge 
sheet with the allegation that he had issued DJCC in favour 
of Shiva Gouda in his ow n hand w riting and forged the 
signatures of the bank officials and therefore, committed 
misconduct within the meaning of Section 19 (5) of the 
Bipartite settlement read with Section 19 (5) (J) thereof; 
that after he received the charge sheet, on 11-2-2000 the 
branch manager. Basgod Branch by name Shri Dinakar 
Sharegar called him to his chamber and directed him to 
give a letter in writing admitting the guilt as per his above 
said letter of admission assuring him that in the event of 
giving such a letter no departmental action will taken 
against him and he will be continued in service without 
conducting any proceedings. He was further threatened of 
dire consequences, if he did not giv'e a letter admitting the 
guilt. Therefore, the first party having no other option gave 
a letter in writing as per terms dictated by the branch 
manager. The first party contended that the charge sheet 
issued to him was false and baseless as DJCC does not 
bear the branch serial number or signature of tlie authorized 
officials of the branch and that as on 14-6-1994, the bank 
had withdrawn the said deposit scheme and therefore, 
question of issuing of said DJCC, that too, in the joint 
custody of the managers by the first party did not arise. He 
contended that no subordinate officials will have access 
to the DJCC, it being in the safe custody of the branch 
manager. Therefore, issuance of DJCC is not the work of 
the first party but he has been made a scape goat to save 
the skin of the higher officials by taking a letter of admission 
from him under threat and coercion. Moreover, the question 
of conducting enquiiy’ against the first party did not arise 
when he is said to have admitted the guilt and that shov s 
that there was conspiracy against the first party in 
conducting the DE thereby making it to appear that charge 
of miconduct was proved against him that during the 
eourse of enquiry' absolutely no opportunity was given to 
him being threatened by the management representative 
and his higher officials of dire consequences, he was not 
allowed to take the assistance of advocate; that during the 
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course of enquiry, the complaint of said Shiva Gouda was 
marked without examining him as a witness; that during 
course of enquiry none of the management witnesses have 
deposed to the fact that first party comitted the misconduct. 
Howev'er, the enquiry officer submitted his findings holding 
the first party guilty' of the charges being biased in favour 
of the management. Therefore, findings were perverse and 
the punishment of dismissal passed by the diseiplinary 
authority was illegal and punishment was also harsh and 
excessive. In the last he requested this tribunal to pass an 
award setting aside the punishment order and reinstating 
him in serv'ice with all back wages and consequential 
benefits. 

2. The management by its counter statement not 
denying the fact that the first party joined its seaices on 
16-8-80 working at Kaiwar and then transferred to Av ersa 
branch and that he was workiuo Fi^^sgod branch at the 
time of his dismissal, however, at para 4 of the Counter 
Statement he repealed the entire allegations made in the 
chargesheet issued against the first party . The management 
contended that in response to the chargesheet the first 
party submitted his explanation on 1 l-:2-20(K) admitting the 
charges levelled against him but in order to give him one 
more opportunity to have his say. enquiry was ordered 
and held against the first party' giving sufficient and proper 
opportunity' to defend himself During the course of enquiry 
he was permitted to lake the assistance of his co-cniployce 
but he submitted that he did not wish to take any defence 
representative and that he himself would defend the case. 
The management examind two witnesses and when called 
upon for their cross-e.xamination the first party said that 
he has no cross-examination since he has already admitted 
the charges levelled against him. He was given opportunity 
to lead evidence but did not adduce once again on the 
same ground. He admitted the charges when read over to 
him on 15-3-2000 therefore, after completing the enquiry 
proceedings, the enquiry' officer submitted his findings 
holding him guilty' of the misconduct and then findings of 
the enquiry were sent to the first party and he failed to 
submit his e.\planation. Thereupon the disciplinary authority 
having gone through the findings and other records 
proposed the punishment of dismissal v ide show cause 
notice dated 17-4-2000 giving opportunity of personal 
hearing to the first party' fixed on 24-4-2000 on which date 
the first party once again made a written submission 
admitting the charges and thereafter the disciplinary 
authority'confirmed the proposed punishment of dismissal 
vide order dated 3-8-2000. The management contended that 
the first party mostly misused his official position and 
pilfered cash certificate from the stock of the branch 
unauthoriscdly and made use of it and thereby 
misappropriated the funds. Therefore, considering the 
seriousness of the charges proved against the first party 
dismissal order was Justified and punishment of dismissal 
was quite proportionate and proper. While giv ing answer 
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to para 3 of the Claim Statement at para 19 of the Counter 
Statement, the management denied the allegation that the 
first party was made victim of the circumstances by the 
officials of the bank in obtaining a complaint from said 
Shiva Gouda on 27-12-1999. While answering para 4 of the 
Claim Statement, the management denied the allegation 
that on 23-12-1999 Basgod Branch Manager asked the first 
party to go Aversa Branch with a sum of Rs.4000. The 
management contended that it was the first party who 
visited the Aversa Branch on 23 -12-1999 at about 3.15 pm 
and on enquiry admitted the fact of issuing D JCC to said 
Shiva Gouda and submitted a confession letter and 
thereafter deposited a sum of Rs.4000 on 24-12-1999. The 
allegations w ith regard to coercion, threat etc. in obtaining 
the letter of admission were also denied by the management. 
However, admitting the fact that the letter was witnessed 
by Shri Ganesh Rao, Manager, Shri N.R. Bhat, Branch 
Manager, Smt. Vecna D. Prabhu. Special Assistant of Aversa 
Branch. In reply to para 14 of the Claim Statement, the 
management contended that there was no requirement that 
the customer of a Bank/complainant should be examined 
as a witness during the course of enquiry. It further 
contended that the charges of misconduct levelled against 
the first party have been proved during the course of 
enquiry by sufficient and legal evidence. Therefore, the 
management requested this tribunal to reject the reference. 

3. Keeping in view the respective contentions of the 
parties with regard to the validity and legaility or other¬ 
wise of the proceedings of domestic enquiry, my learned 
predecessor had taken the above said question for trial as 
a Preliminary Issue calling upon the parties to lead evidence. 
During the course of trial of the said issue the management 
examined the enquiry officer as MWl and the then 
Assistant Manager of Basgod Branch as MW2 and got 
marked 9 documents at Ex.Ml to M9. The first party as a 
rebuttal, examined himself as WWl without marking any' 
document. Ex.Ml is the notice of enquiry, Ex:M2 is the 
charge Sheet. Ex.M3 is the explanation dated 11-2-2000 by 
the first party. Ex.M4 is the proceeding of enquiry. Ex.M5 
are the findings of the enquiry officer. Ex.M6 is the order of 
suspension. Ex.M7 is said to be the letter of the first party 
dated 24-4-2000 submitted at the time of personal hearing. 
Ex.M8 is the letter regarding the payment of subsistence 
allowance to the first party and Ex.M9 is the SB account 
sheet of the first party. 

4. After hearing the learned counsels for the 
respective parties, this tribunal by its order dated 20-7- 
2004 recorded a finding on the above said question of DE 
holding that the DE held against the first party' by the 
second party is not fair and proper. Thereupon the 
management was given an opportunity to lead evidence 
on merits to prove the charges of misconduct levelled 
against the first party'. The management in order to prove 
the charges, examined three witnesses as MW3 to MW5 
and got marked documents at Ex.MlO to M25. The first 
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party examined himself as WWl and his statement in 
examination chief is more or less akin to the averments 
made in his Claim Statement. MW3 is the said Shri N.R. 
Bhat said to have been working in Aversa Branch of the 
management ftom 3-5-1999 to April 2001. In his examination 
chief by way of affidavit at para 3 relevant for the purpose 
stated that when he was on duty on 17-12-1999 Shiva Gouda 
came to the branch claiming the payment of DJCC certificate 
No.0364414 with maturity value of Rs. 4000/. He verified the 
records but could not locate the entry' relating to the said 
receipt. Since the management of branch was on leave he 
asked the said Shiva Gouda to come to the bank. After 3 
days and after the manager, Ganesh Rao resumed duty he 
brought this fact to his notice. Shri Ganesh Rao also verifi^ 
the concerned register/records of the branch but did not 
find any entry in the bank regarding issue of the DJCC 
certificate. He stated that whenever DJCC is issued it will 
bear branch serial number but in the case of disputed 
certificate there was no branch serial number pul thereon. 
The maturity value is also not correct. In this regard he 
referred to certain documents maintained by the bank. At 
para 7 he stated that he and the manager observed the 
handwriting found on DJCC certificate resembled the hand 
writing of Shri Gunaga (first party') who had worked earlier 
inAversa Branch as Attender, The branch manager after 
verifying the DJCC with that of hand writing of first party 
had informed the Regional Manager accordingly. Then at 
para 8 he repeated the contention taken in the counter 
statement that on receipt of the intimation from Aversa 
Branch the Manager, Basgod Branch sent the first party to 
Aversa Branch and then on enquiry' the first party admitted 
the fact of issuing said DJCC in favour of said Shri Shiva 
Gouda issuing Rs.2000/- he thereafter remittted Rs.4000/- 
with the bank on 24-12-1999. He further stated that the 
manager of Aversa Branch has given a joint statement to 
the Regional Office about the incident on hand. His 
statement in further exami nation chief with reference to the 
documents at Ex.M 10 to 21 is as under:— 

“1 now sec Ex. M. 10 it is the certification issued by 
the first party. Ex. MU is the packing note for 
having sent Diamond Jubilee Certificate Book to 
the branch from Head Office. Ex. M12 is the Caste 
Certificate ledger. Ex. M13 is the Cashier Scroll for. 
14-6-94. Ex. M14 is the list of officials working in 
your branch with their specimen signatures. 
Ex. M15 is the extract of attendance register for 
the month of June 1994. Ex. Ml 6 is the confession 
letter given by the first party. Ex. M17 is joint 
report given by myself and the Manager of the 
branch to the Regional Officer, Karwar. Ex. M19 is 
the Challan for depositing Rs. 4000/- by the first 
party. Ex. M19 is the letter given by Shri Shiva 
Sukru Gowda in the branch. Ex. M20 is the letter 
given by the manager to the regional office. 
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Ex.M21 is the receipt passed tty the said SS Gowda 
for having received Rs. 4000. 

5. MW4 said to have been working as Chief Officer 
in Regional Office, fianvat in the year 1999, in his affidavit 
evidence stated that he was ehtmated with the task of 
investigating the fraudulelit iSstie of DJCC of Rs; 2000 tty 
Shri Gunaga. At paras 5, 7, 8 and 9 fie repeated the 
contehtidri taken By the management in its Counter 
Statement and at Para 6 he stated as folldtvs 

1. the DJCC docs not bear on it the branch Serial 
nuriibcr. 

2. The signatures appearing in the said DJCC dO 
not tally with the signatures of the authorized 
signatories of the branch. 

3. During the period when the itUpUgtted DJCC was 
issued, the Bank had withdrawn the said deposit 
scheme and the Said scheme was not in operation. 

6. In his further examination chief he stated that he 
has gone through the documents at Ex. MIO to M21 while 
conducting the investigation. MW5 said to be working as 
Senior Manager in Nodal Industrial Relation Cell at Regional 
Office, Udupi since February, 2003 says that in the said 
capacity he is looking after the industrial disputes writ 
petitions, disciplinary action etc. and therefore, he Is 
conversant with the facts of the present case. Then he 
narrated the facts on the line of the contentions taken by 
the management in the counter statement, in his further 
examination chief he referred to a letter dated 23^12^1999 
said to have been given by the first party marked alrrady at 
Ex. Ml6. He then referred to the proceedings of the 
disciplinary authority and got marked at Ex. M22, 
Memorandum of appeal against the punishmetlt order, 
proceedings of the appellate authority and order of the 
appellate authority were also marked at Ex. M23 to M25 in 
his above said statement. I would like to come to the 
documentary evidence relevant for the purpose relied upon 
by the management and the statements of MW3 to MW5 
and WWl in their cross examination taken support of by 
the first party during the course of my discussion 
hereinafter as and when found relevant and necessary. 

7. Learned counsel for the management Shri BCP 
vehemently argued that the first party from the day one 
went on admitting the charges of misconduct levelled 
against him on 23-12-99 in his own hand writing in the 
chambers of Manager, Aversa Branch in the presence of 
Shri NR Bhat, Branch Manager and other officials of the 
bank when enquired about the issuance of DJCC maikedat 
Ex. M10 before this tribunal admitted the chaiges levelied 
against him in writing at Ex. M16 and he deposited a sum of 
Rs. 4000/- through challen at Ex. M18 under his signature 
at Ex. Ml 8 (a) and when charge sheet was issued to him on 
2-2-2000 at Ex. M2 once again tty his explanation dated 
11 -2-2000 at Ex. M3 he again admitted the guilt in so many 


words. He also pleaded guilty to the charges during the 
course of enquiry and on the ground that he pleaded 
guilty to the charges. He neither cross examined the 
management witnesses nor led his own defence. He 
submitted that during the course of personal hearing by 
the disciplinary authority, the first party once again made 
written submission on 24-4-2000 at Ex. M7 admitting the 
guilt requesting the Disciplinary Authorit> to taken 
lenient view. He also admitted the charges by way ot his 
memorandum of appeal marked before this tribunal at 
Ex. M23 and therefore, it is based on his admission of 
guilt coupled with the oral and documentary evidence 
produced during the course of enquiry, findings w^e 
submitted by the enquiry officer holding him guilty of the 
charges. He submitted that the defence taken by the first 
party for the first time in his claim statement and then 
during the cmirse of trial stating that the letter of admission 
dated 23-12-99 at Ex. M16 was obtained from him Ity the 
aforesaid officials of the bank under force, coercion, threat 
and the promise is an after thought stand taken by him 
just to come out of the clutches of the proceedings taken 
against him. Learned counsel submitted that if he had 
admitted the guilt only once and comes with such a stand 
one can understand that he must have done it under the 
circumstances stated by him. But hereafter giving the 
letter at Ex. M16 he submitted his eiqilanation to the charge 
sheet ^Imitting the guilt and during the course of enquiry 
also made a similar submission when charges were read 
out to him. He repeatedly admitted the guilt even during 
the course of personal hearing and while fiiing the appeal 
and therefore, the defence taken by him is neither 
acceptable nor plausible and hence based on the 
admissions made by him from stage to stage it must be 
held that the charges of misconduct ha\^e been proved 
against him. He submitted that the oral testimony of MW3 
to MW5 must be relied upon in support of the 
documentary evidence namely the letters and e?q>lanation 
given by the first party admitting the guilt. Learned 
counsel cited the following 3 decisions to sustain his 
arguments. 

1. 1995 a) LU 233 

2. 1995 a) LU1076 

3. AIR2000SC3129 

8. Whereas, learned counsel Shri V. Bhat 
representing the first party with equal vehemence argued 
that charges of misconduct have been not proved aguiust 
the first party by leading any fresh evidence and the 
management cannot be allowed to take the help of 
documents forming the part of the enquiry papers in 
proving the charges of misconduct as the DE proceedings 
itself are set aside by this tribunai on the ground that it 
was the enquiry not fair and proper. He submitted that 
even otherwise the confessional statement said to have 
been made by the first party, they rare are made by him 
under threat, coercion and promise by the manager of 
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Aversa Branch and Sr. Branch Manager, N R, Bhat and he 
being a sub-staff, it cannot be said liiat he did not yield co 
the pressure broughi apon !um iho;e officers in 
obtaining the confessional stateiTient reteire; 1 1 supra. He 
submitted that tlie exp'anatioii to the chargcsf«rct was again 
kept ready by the manager, Aversa branch anfl once again 
he was threatened to sign the said erqtlana'ion rnder force 
and promise. He submitted that dunng the coin '»C; fienqiiii y 
again the enquiry officer and the presenting officer wJ o 
were officials of the management bank prevaiic.^ upon fum 
to plead guilty to the charges. He submitted that 
memorandum of appeal was also the one prepared by tlie 
manager, Aversa branch and therefore, these doi iments 
so to say confession statements relied upon by the 
management cannot be found basis in coining to the 
conclusion that the first party' in reality admitted tlie ch rges 
of the misconduct. He submitted thot the management 
should have produced fresh evidence after DE was held to 
be unfair and improper either by ^va)' of circumstantial 
evidence or by way of direct evidence but in the instant 
case e\'idence of MW3 to 5 is neither a circumstantial 
evidence nor a direct evidence but a hear say evidence not 
to cany' any weight in the eye of law. He then referred to 
various circumstances and factors brought out in the cross 
examination of MW3 to 5 to prove his point that the main 
allegation.^ levelled against the first party that he issued 
DJCC receiving Rs. 20(X) from Shiva Gouda imder his ov. n 
liandwriting and forged the signatures of the officers of 
the bank on Ex. MiO liave remained to be proved by the 
nianagcn cut miserably. He submitted tliatUie very' existence 
of DJCC at Ex M10 witti the bank at a relev;mt point of time 
has been shrouded under mystery. He contended that as 
on 1994 the deposit scheme by way of DJCC was not at all 
in force as that scheme in the very words of the management 
and the statement of MW4 had come to be abolished in the 
year 1986 itself He also referred to the evidence of the 
aforesaid witnesses to suggest that those DJCCs were 
supposed to be in the custody of the manager not 
accessible by any officials of the bank much le.ss a sub¬ 
stafflike the first party. He contended that the complaint al 
Ex. M19 itself has come into existence under suspicious 
circumstances just to connect the accused with the guilt. 
This has been obtained by the officers of the bank on 
27-! 2-99 and whereas, tlic alleged statement of first party 
at Ex. M16 was taken from him on 23-12-99 long prior to die 
said complaint and the joint report of the then manager 
Shii Ganesh Rao and NR B hat at Ex. M17, it can nc\'er be 
made out that Shiva Gouda has paid a sum of Rs. 2000 to 
first party and he issued the certificate at Ex. MIO These 
two document never disclosed the above said fact in 
specific and positive words, that too, leaving lot of space 
between writing and the signature of Shri Shiva Gouda, 
with addition and interpretation. He submitted that the 
officers or officials working in the bank as on 14-6-1994, 
the date on which Ex. MIO was issued not at all produced 
before this tribunal to speak to the handwriting or the 
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forgery committed by the first party m issuing the said 
certificate. He submitted that the chargesheet issued to 
the first party dated 2-2-2000 itself is based on hear say 
eviderce. He submitted that the most competent and 
imporbird witness to prove the allegations of charge sheet 
w'as the said Shiva Gouda and he was neither produced 
before the Enquiry Officer nor before this tribunal to speak 
to the charges or to the allegations that he paid Rs. 2000./ -' 
to the first party and from him obtained Ex, M10, Therefore, 
learned counsel submitted that the charges levelled against 
the first party have not been proved by sufficient, 
satisfactory and legal evidence and in the result he rnusi 
saceecd in getting the reliefs sought for by setting aside 
the pur i hrnrnt order Learned counsel in support of his 
argunicai that management must fail before this tribunal in 
not leading fresh evidence and to rely upon the material 
already brought during the course of enquiry- to prove the 
charges against the first partv'. He cited the decision 
reported in 1967 SLR page 562, a decision in volume 71 FIR 
page 384 and a decision reported in AIR 1999 SC 698, in 
order to appreciate the respective contentions of t he parlies 
with reference to the evidence brought on record it will be 
worthwhile to bring on record the very charge sheet issued 
to the first party run as under;— 

Charge sheet 

It is reported against you as under •.— 

That you have been working as At tender a I our 
Basgod Branch since 2-2-1998 till you were placed 
under suspension vide order No, Susp./3/99/ZOU/ 
IRC dated 28-12-1999. Prior to that you were working 
as AI tender at our Aversa Branch from 6-11-1982 to 
3-1-1998. While working in your position as such at 
Aversa Branch on 14-6-1994 you had issued one 
DJCC lor Rs 2(XX)/- in favour of one Shri Shiva Sukuru 
Gouda without accounttng Rs. 2000/- received from 
Shri Shiva Sukhru Gouda in the books of the branch. 
The following circumstances appear against >ou in 
respect of the above transaction. 

On 17-12-1999, one Shri Shiva Sukuru Gouda called 
on our Aversa 13ranch demanding repayment of DJCC 
standing in his name bearing printed serial number 
0364414 for Rs 2000/- with a maturity value of 
Rs. 4000/- and date of maturity' 14-12-1999. The 
branch officials however could not locate the entry 
peria ning to the said deposit receipt. In fact the 
br,snch had not issued any DJCC Further vcriiuratiou 
rei, ealerithat the said deposit receipt bearing printed 
serial No. 0364414 was out of the stock of DJCC Nos 
0364301 to 0364500 received from Head Office by the 
branch and the same was written by you and was 
bearing the forged signatures of the branch officials. 

When this matter was informed to you when you 
visited the branch on 23-12-1999, you confessed 
having issued the said deposit receipt to Shri Shiva 
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Sukm Gouda by accepting Rs, 2000/- from him on 
14-6-1994. You have also deposited Rs. 4000 at our 
Aversa Branch on 24-12-1999 for making to 

Shii Shiva Sukm Gouda being the maturity value as 
shown in the said DJCC. Aveisa Branch has paid the 
amount to the party on 27-12-1999, 

The above circumstances indicate that you with a 
dishonest intention pilfered the DJCC No. 0364414 
from the stock held by the branch and by collecting 
Rs. 2000/-from Shri Shiva Gouda on 14-6-1994 issued 
the receipt in his name for Rs. 2000/- and without 
accounting the amount so received in the books of 
the brpnch, you misappropriated the said amount. 

By your above acts you committed acts of gross 
misconduct within the meaning of clause No. 19.5 of 
the Bipartite Settlement. 

We therefore, charge you for committing gross 
misconduct of 'doing acts prejudicial to the interest 
of the bank’ vide clause No, 19.5 (j) of the Bipartite 
Settlement. 

You are advised to submit your written statement of 
defence if any, within 15 days from the date of receipt 
of the chargesheet by you.” 

9. Therefore, as could be read from the aforesaid 
chargesheet the three main allegations against the first 
party are that while working at Aversa Branch on 14-6-1994 
he issued one DJGC for Rs. 2000/- in favour of Shiva Gouda 
without accounting the same in the books of the branch. 
The next allegation is that the above said DJCC was written 
by first party and was bearing the forged signatures of the 
bank officials. The 3rd allegation is that on 23-12-1999 he 
admitted the guilt and deposited Rs. 4000/- on 24-12-99 at 
Aversa Branch to be paid to the said Shiva Gouda. 

10. As ar^iedfor the first party, the oral testimony 
of MW3 to 5 before this tribunal failed to establish the 
aforesaid allegations against the first par^. First of all their 
evidence is a hearsay evidence and secondly none of them 
in their affidavits by way of examination chief has spoken 
to those facts. Undisputedly MW3 to 5 liave not worked at 
Aversa Branch as on 14-6-94 on which date DJCC at Ex. 10 
is said to have been issued by the first party receiving a 
sum of Rs. 2000/- from the said Shri Gouda. In his affidavit 
at para 7, MW3 stated that he and the manager observed 
the handwriting found on said certificate resembled the 
handwriting of Gunga (first party) who worked earlier in 
Aversa Branch as Attender. He stated that the Branch 
Manager after verifying the certificate with that of the 
handwriting of the first party informed the Regional 
Manager, Karwar by his letter dated 20-1-2000. First of all 
the then Branch Manager, Ganesh Rao has not been 
produced before this tribunal to support the above said 
statement of MW3 made in his examination chief 
Sencondly admittedly MW3 did not work with Aversa 


Branch nor the first party worked under him at the rele\ ant 
point of time. This fact has been admitted by MW3 in his 
cross examinatioa by saying that he did not know first 
party personally and he was not working at the above 
said branch as on the date tif the alleged incident. He 
then stated that he has nett the first party either 
writing or signing the above said certificate Ex. MIO and 
he has not seen the first party forging the signatures of 
the authorised sigiratones and the manager on Ex. MIO. 
In his further cross exaniiriation he admitted that he is not 
. personally acquainted either with handwriting or the 
signature of the first party except coming across his 
confessional letter at Ex, M16. He shown his ingnorance 
as to who filled up Ex, MIO and who signed it. However, 
he added to say that first party himself told him about 
that. This portion cf the statement of MW3 has to be 
rejected as hearsay evidence. As far as from his earlier 
statement noted above, it can be very well said that he 
was not personally acquainted with the handwriting of 
the first party nor of his signature nor he has been the 
witness for his writing and signatures, at Ex. MIO. 
Therefore, the statement made by him in his affidavit at 
para 7 referred to supra that on his observation he found 
that the handwriting found on Ex. MIO resembled the 
handwriting of first party must be rejected as baseless 
and unreliable. The then Branch Manager, Shri Ganesh 
Rao who is said to have verified the handwriting as per 
the statement of MW3 would have been the person 
competent to speak to the said -feet. Unfortunately he is 
not before this tribunal. The next witness on the point is 
MW4 said to have investigate i jto the incident. First of 
all the feet that he did investigai; in to the incident is not 
establishedbefore this tribunal, investigation report itself 
is not produced. In his further e? tmination chief he stated 
that he has gone through the documents at Ex. M2 to 21 
while conducting the investigation. In his cross 
examination he was to admit trot he has not recorded the 
statements of any witness except the aforesaid documents 
in his investigation. He admitted that he has not put any 
initial or signature anywhere certifying that he has seen 
those documents. Though he says that he drawn the 
proceeding of his investigation but not produced in the 
court. He admits that he has not obtained any writing 
from the first party or Shiva Gouda during his 
investigation. With regard to the writing and signatures 
of tne first party MW3 admitted in his cross examination 
that the first party did not work under him and he has not 
seen him personally putting the signature on any paper 
nor writing ai^' p^r. He was to further admit that he has 
not seen the first part>^ writing Ex, MIO so also taking 
money from Shiva Gouda. He further admitted that there 
is no direa evidence that the fn st party stealthily removed 
Ex.MlO from DJCC bundle and issued it under the 
signature of Shiva Gouda. In fact he voluteered to say 
that Ex. MIC is writien by the first party and he put his 
fake signature and the signature found on Ex. MIO is not 



2404 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MARCH 18,2006/PHALGUNA 27,1927 


[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)| 


the signature of the first parly. Similar is the fact with the 
statement of MW5. In his cross examination he admits that 
he has not seen the first party signing Ex. MIO nor receiving 
the amount from anybody nor he has seen him putting his 
signature or forged any signature. Therefore, on the point 
as to whether Ex. Ml 0 was written by the first party under 
his signature and that he forged the signatures of bank 
oiliciais competent to issue the same remains to the 
subsjaiiti'Aicd ill the oral testimony of MW3 to MW5. As 
noted atK've i acir statements in cross examination would 
iiiake it abim larsdy clear that they are absolutely unaware 
oi ine writittg in Ex. M10, the alleged signature of the first 
parrs' on that and the alleged forged signatures made by 
the first party. As argued for the first part>, the best witness 
to sj^xjak to the above said fects would have been the then 
Assistant Manager and the branch manager Shri Genesh 
Rao who were competent to issue Ex. MIO and whose 
signatures are said to have been forged on Ex. MIO. 
However, the management for the reasons best known to it 
did not produce either of them before this tribunal. On the 
point as to whether the first party received a sum of 
Rs. 2000/- from Shiva Gouda and issued Ex. MIO again 
there is no evidence at all. MW 3 to MW5 are not the 
witnesses to the said allegations made against the first 
party'. As noted above, MW3 in his cross examination 
admitted that he has not seen personally the first party 
receiving a sum of Rs. 2000/- from Shiva Gouda. MW4 as 
noted above, has stated that he has not seen the first party 
writing Ex. M10 so also taking racmey from Shri Shiva gouda. 
MW5 in his cross examination stated that he has no 
personal knowledge of the facts and his evidence is based 
on the records 

n. Now, the 3rd allegation as noted above, against 
the first party is that he made a confessional statement on 
23-12-99 as per Ex. M16 in the presence of Shri Ganesh 
Rao, MW3 and other officials of the bank. The fact that the 
first party made such a stmement has been admitted by 
him but with a rider that it has been obtained from him 
creating an atmosphere of fear in the presence of the officers 
of the Aversa Branch namely the said Ganesh Rao, the 
then manager Aversa Branch, NR Bhat, the then assistant 
manager, Aversa Branch, Shri Ganesh Kamath, Divisional 
Manager and Shri Anna Rao. D\' Dmsional Manager. His 
defence is that all of them make him to admit issuances of 
Ex. Ml 0 and receiving Rs. 2000/- from Shiva Gouda under 
force, coercion, promise and threat being held against him 
to hand over him to police incase he failed to give in \vriting 
admitting the guilt. There are no good reasons brought on 
record not to attach due credence to the abov e said defence 
taken by the first party. On the other hand his averment at 
para 4 of the claim statement repeated by him at para 6 of 
the affidavit to the above effect have remained to be 
controverted and disputed by the management either in 
the counter statement or in the statements of MW3 to 5. In 
the Counter Statement it is not disputed that MW3 was 


present in the chambers of the Aversa Brandy manager 
when Ex. M16 was obtained. It is very strange to note that 
MW3 examined before this tribunal uttered no single word 
in his affidavit refuting the facts narrated by the first party 
in his affidavit at para7. Although he admitted his presence 
in the' chambers of Aversa Branch Manager pn the said 
date. Neither the said Ganesh Rao nor the other bank 
officials said to be pre^nt when the above said confession 
statement was given by the first party are produced before 
this tribunal to speak to the fact the first party gave his 
said statement voluntarily and not under the circumstances 
narrated by him. As argued for the first party the best and 
competent witness to speak to the aforesaid allegations 
made against him namely. Shri Shiva Gouda was neither 
produced before the enquiry nor before this tribunal and 
therefore, adverse inference will have to be drawn for his 
non production and non examination. The only argument 
advanced for the management on that point is that customer 
of the bank need not be examined and learned counsel in 
this respect referred to a decision reported in AIR 2000 SC 
3028. The principle laid down in the said case in my humble 
opinion are not applicable to the present case. As could be 
read from the said decision, the charge of misconduct 
against the worieman in the said case yvas proved in DE and 
there was evidence of branch manager and bead cashier to 
say that they bad actually seen the workman receiving the 
money from the customer. In the instant case the facts are 
altogether different. None has seen the first party either 
receiving the amount from said Shiva Gouda nor issuing 
Ex. MIO in his favour. Therefore, if really the management 
was sure enough of said Shiva Gouda receiving Ex, MIO 
from the first party by paying a sum of Rs. 2000/- nothing 
prevented the management to produce him atleast before 
this tribunal. He was the only best and competent witness 
to speak the allegations made against the first party’. 
Therefore, his non examination must lead to adverse 
inference against the management as had he been produced, 
his statement would have gone against the management. 11 
is the case of the management that on 17-12-1999 said Shiv a 
Gouda visited Aversa Branch with Ex. MIO claiming 
maturity value of Rs. 4000/- and the then Assistapt Manager 
namely MW3 after having verified the records could not 
locate the entry of issuance of the said certificate by the 
bank and asked Gouda to come to the bank after Ganesh 
Rao who the then manager joined the duty on the expiry of 
the leave period. There is no evidence worth credence 
brought on record except the statement of MW3 in his 
examination chief on tlie point. There is no written complaint 
by the said Gouda even after he met Ganesh Rao with 
Ex,MIO. The management relied up)onEx.M19 saying tliat 
it was given by said Gouda on 27-12-1999. First of all if we 
go through the contents of Ex.M 19 it cannot be said that it 
is a complaint made against the first party'. The contents in 
fact are to the effect that he had received a sum of Rs. 4000/ 
as a maturity value ag'ainst Ex, Ml 0. Moreover, it just cannot 
be believed that complaint was obtained from said Gouda 
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after four or five days of obtaining the confessional 
statement from the first party on 23 “12-99. When there is 
no evidence to say that there was an oral con^laint made 
to the then Branch Manager, Shri Ganesh Rao and Rao 
himself is not before this tribunal and when there is no 
complaint in writing by Gouda eaiiier to 23-12-1999 it is ikA 
understandable as to what made the bank officials to haul 
up the first party in getting the aforesaid statement at 
EX.MI6 on 23-12-1999 even before any complaint was 
lodged with the bank. That too when it is not diluted that 
the bank did not lodge any complaint with the police ^xmt 
the alleged incident. It is said that the Ganesh Rao and 
MW3 had sent ajoint l^er dated 23-12-1999 to the regional 
office after having obtained the statement of first party. It 
is very much interesting to note that in the said statement, 
no where, it is stated that the first party received a sum of 
Rs.2000/-from Shri Gouda and issued the certificate at 
Ex.M 10. The story with regard to the existence of Ex.MlQ 
with the Aversa Branch and its issuance to Gouda or to 
anybody for that matter, itself, is very much suspicious. 
The deposit scheme in respect to the said DJCCs as 
admitted in it by management itself came to an end in the 
year 1986 itself and it is again not in dispute that as on 
14-6-1994 such a scheme was not at all prevalent. Learned 
counsel for the first party challenged the very existence (tf 
such a DJCCs including Ex.MlO with the bank as on 
14-6-1994 and got support to his challenge fi'om the very 
statement given by the management witnesses before this 
tribunal. Management produced Ex.Ml 1 said to be the 
packing note for having sent DJCCs book to the branch 
f^rom head office. On this point MW3 in his cross 
examination was unable to make out from Ex.Ml 1 as to 
wl)o received the book containing DJCCs admitting that 
there is over writing found at Ex.Ml 1(a) with regard to the 
number of the certificates mentioned therein. Then he was 
unable to say as to how many such certificates have been 
issued by the bank and what was the number of the last 
certificate and the date of issuance of last certificate. He 
was also unable to say as to from which period to which 
period those certificates came to be issued by the bank to 
the customers. He was unable to say upto what date those 
certificates were issued and how many certificates were 
left behind after the date of closure of the certificate. He 
said that in case of certificates remaining after the closure 
date they will be kept in the safe custody of the branch i .e. 
in the custody of the Manager and the Assistant Manager. 
He admitted he has not produced record of sending back 
the balance certificates to the head office so also the record 
destroying them. MW4 said to have been investigated the 
matter, in his cross examination says that he has not seen 
and verified the bundle of DJCC, with the bank and he 
cannot say that Ex. MIO is one missing from the said bundle. 
He is not aware whether those DJCCS, bundle with the 


said branch or not and he is also to aware of their existence 
itself nor has (X>me across any complaint of missing of 
DJCC’S, bundle. Therefore, if we go by the statements of 
MW3 and MW4, the very existence of DJCC bundle 
ctxisisting of Ex. MIO with the bank as on 14^6-1994 itself 
becomes highly doulHftil. The scheme of issuing ceitificates 
came fo be discontinued in 1986 itself i. e. about 8 years 
prior to 1994 and the management witnesses themselves 
are not aware where ^DJCCs, left behind are after closure 
of the scheme and whether they were with the bank as on 
14-6-1994. The management to be on safer- side has not 
produced the balance DJCXs, remaining with the bank after 
the closure of the scheme. Even the management did not 
take pains of atleast producing one such DJCC as a sample 
so as tobe tallied with the DJCCX at Ex. MIO in dispute 
b^re this tribunal. It is in this view of the matter we cannot 
brush aside lightly the arguments for the first party that 
Ex. MIO is not the DJCC oc^^ng of DJCCs received by 
the bank and left ov^r after closure of the scheme. The fact 
that DJCC’s, even if they were with the bank were not 
accessible by the officials of the bank except the branch 
manager is again very much bought out in the cross 
examination of MW3 and MW4. In no uncertain words 
they have stated that they are supposed to be in the safe 
custocty of the Branch Manager and they are to be handled 
with jointly by the Assistant Manager and the Manager of 
the branch. Therefore, it is very difficult to believe the 
story of the management thm the first party working as an 
Attender had an access to those DJCCs and could play 
mischiefby taking one out of them by issuing the same to 
said Gouda receiving the amount of Rs. 2000/- from him. 
The fact that Ex. MIO did not bear the branch serial number 
and that the liiaturity value itself is not correct has also 
come in the evidence of management witnesses. Therefore, 
it is also doubtful to say that the customer of the bank 
namely Gouda should rely upon the saicl certificate that 
too making payment with the Attender of the Branch and 
remaining silent for a period of 5^/^ Years. The conduct of 
said Gouda certainly was not natural thereby doubting the 
very story of the management about the issuance of 
Ex. MIO Ity the first party to said Gouda. 

12. Therefore, the evidence produced by the 
management before this tribunal to prove the allegations 
of charge sheet is neither legal, satisfactory or sufficient in 
as much as the^irtflteiitont of MW3 to MWS as noted above, 

their statoments in cross examination instead of helping 
the management go in favour of the first party. 

13. Learned counsel for the management without 
taking much help from the oral testimony of MW3 to W5 
bdbre this tribunal was vmy much particular stressing upon 
the faa that the first party has admitted the guilt not at one 
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time but at many times and therefore, his defence now 
before this tribunal that he made those statements muter 
coercion, force, threats or promise has to be discarded and 
charges of miconduct against him shall be taken to prove. 
Learned counsel for the first party on the other hand as 
noted above, argued that the alleged confessional 
statements including the statement m^e by the first party 
at Ex. M16 were all the documents fonning part of record 
before the enquiry officer and therefore, when DE is set 
aside, they' once again caimot be pressed into evidence 
before this tribunal in the name of fresh evidence to be led 
by the management to prove the charges of miscoi^uct 
against the first party. He relied upon the priiKjiple laid 
down in this context in the aforesaid decisions of 1967 and 
1999 rendered by their lordship of Supreme Court Their 
Lordship in the first case ruled that if the DE held to be not 
feir, the management must produce the evidence afresh in 
the manner normally adduced before the tribunal and it is 
not the proper way to tender the record of evidence led 
before the DE and ask the tribunal to treat it as evidence 
before it. Their Lordship in the aforesaid Second case at 
para 26 of the said decision in this connection led down 
the principle as under;— 

“The record pertaining to the domestic enquiry 
would not constitute ‘fresh evidence’ as those 
proceedings have already been found by the Labour 
Court to be defective. Such record would also not 
constitute ‘material on record’ as contended by the 
counsel for the respondent within the meaning of 
Seaion 11A at the enquiry proceedings, on being 
found to be bad, have to be ignored altogether. The 
proceedings of the domestic enquiry could be, and 
were in fact relied upon by the management for the 
limited purpose of showing at the preliminary state 
that the action taken against the appellant wasjust 
and proper and that full opportunity of hearing was 
given to her in consonance with the principles of 
natural justice. This contention has not been 
accepted by the Labour Court and the enquiry has 
been held to be bad. In view of the nature of 
objections raised by the appellant, the record of 
enquiry held by the Management ceased to be 
‘material on record' within the meaning of Section 
11A of the Act and the only course open to the 
Manager was to justify its action by leading fresh 
e\'idence as required by the Labour Court. If such 
evidence has been led, the management has to 
suffer the consequences.” 

14. Therefore, if we go by the above said 
observ ations of apex court, the so called confessional 
statement said to have been made by the first party in 
Ex. M16, M3 and M7 relied upon by the management 
now before this tribunal cannot be said to be ‘fresh 


evidence’ so as to be acted by this tribunal in order to 
prove the charges of misconduct against the first party. 
The management before this tribunal was required to 
lead fresh evidence not again and again harping upon 
the above said confessional statements made by the 
first party which have been retracted by the first party 
on the ground that they have been taken from him under 
force, coercion, threats and promise. As seen above, 
there is no independent oral or documentarj' evidence 
much less the evidence already brought on record to 
speak to the charges of misconduct leveled against the 
to party. The allegations made against him in the charge - 
sheet have remained to be proved by any circumstantial 
or direct evidence. The decisions cited on behalf of the 
management are not applicable to the facts and 
circumstances of the present case. In the first case of 
1995 the Labour Court set aside the dismissal order 
passed by the bank on the ground that amount of 
misappropriation has been paid back to the customer 
and that workman belonged to Schedule Tribe and the 
should be given an opportunify to reform himself. If he 
charges in the instant case were proved against the first 
party by any other evidence except his making payment 
of Rs. 4000/- as per Ex.M 18, then the principle laid down 
in the said ruling would have come into play not other¬ 
wise. In the second case i. e. D. Padmanabadhu Vs. Bank 
of India and Another, the charges of misconduct were 
proved and it was found that. Labour Court was not 
correct in taking lenient view on quantum of punishment. 
In the instant case charges are not proved. In the 3rd 
case, AIR 2000 SC 3129, their Lordship held the view 
that irrespective of the fact that misappropriated amount 
is small or large, reinstatement of the workman against 
whom charges of misappropriation has been proved was 
bad in law. Once again the principle laid down in the 
said case would have been applicable if charges were 
proved in the present case. Therefore, in the light of the 
above, I am of the considered view that the management 
has failed to establish the charges of misconduct leveled 
against the first party. Hence the reference is answered 
and following award is passed. 

AWARD 

The management is directed to reinstate the first 
party in service with full back wages from the date of 
dismissal rill the date of reinstatement, minus the 
amexmt already pgid to him by way of Interim Relief 
with continuity of service and all (Hher consequential 
benefits. No order to cost. 

(Dictated to PA transcribed by her corrected and 
signed by me on 14th Fdjruaiy, 2006) 

A. R SIDDIQUI, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 24th February, 2006 

S.O. 1066.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 347/ 
2004) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Cheimai as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of Indian 
Oerseas Bank and their workman, received by the Central 
Government on 24-2-2006. 

(No. L-120 l2/22/2004-IR(B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL 
TRmUNAlrCUM-L4BOURCOURT«CHENNAI 

Wednesday, the 21st December, 2005 

PRESENT: K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 

Industrial Dis|mte No. 347/2004 

In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), between the 
Management of Indian Overseas Bank and their workman) 

BETWEEN: 

SriK. Ragiqiathy : I Party/Petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager, : 11 Party/Management 
Indian Overseas Bank, 

Chennai. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Workman : M/s. C.R. Chandiasdcaian, 
Advocates 

For the Management : M/s. N.G.R. Prasad, 
Advocates 


AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Order No. L-12012/22/2004-IR(B-II) dated 31-05-2004 has 
referred the dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication. The 
Schedule mentioned dispute is as follows;— 

“Whether the action of the management of Indian 

Oversea Bank in terminating the senices of Shri K. 

Ragupathy, Ex-messenger, Chennai is legal and 

justified? If not to what relief the workman is entitled 

to?” 

2. After the receipt of the reference, it was taken on 
file as I.D, No, 347/2004 and notices were issued to both 
the parties and both the parties entered appearance through 
their advocates and filed their Claim Statement and Counter 
Statement respectively. 

3. The allegations of the Petitioner in the Claim 
statement are briefly ^ follows 

The Petitioner joined the' services of Respondent/ 
Bank as messenger at Tinithani branch on 2-2-96 and he 
has been posted to Manavala Nagar branch and again 
Tiruthani and also posted at Irungattukottai. He 
continuously worked from 2-2-96 to 31-5-2002 and he was 
asked orally not to report for duty from 1-6-2002 and no 
reason was assigned for his termination. Thus, the Petitioner 
has served long uninterrupted period of more than six years 
and therefore, the order of termination passed by the 
Respondent/Management is illegal and non-est. No 
compensation or no notice was given to him and therefore, 
the Respondent/Bank has not followed the mandatory 
provisions of Industrial Disputes Act. While serving the 
Respondent/Bank as messenger, the Petitioner’s duties 
included attending the clearing work of instrument to 
various banks and besides that he has gone to Regional 
OCfice/Central Office to deliver lettersnnd also periodically 
brining stationery items from Regional Office and all these 
duties were performed by him besides performing other 
messengerial duties. He used to do the duties of cash 
peon and those of daftry like assi^ing cashier at the branch 
in stitching currency notes, transporting cash box to and 
for the safe room, stitching voucher bundles and stacking 
them chronologically. Further, the Petitioner has also 
attended clerical duties such as making entries in 
passbooks, writing of statements amd despatching letters. 
Since the Petitioner has woriced (xmtinuously for more than 
six years the order of termination is illegal. Therefore, he 
prays this Tribunal to pass an awnrd holding that the order 
of termination is illegal and prays for relief of reinstatement 
with effect from the date of termination and also 
consequential relief, 

4. As against this, the Respondeni in its Counter 
Statement contended that the Fetilioner was employed 
on daily wage basis at Irungattukottai branch of 
Respondent/Bank from 9-12-98 @ Rs. 40 for attending to 
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sundry works and attending as casual messenger for one 
way clearing. Since his appointment was irregular, he is 
not entitled to claim for regular post. No doubt, before 
engaging at Irungattukottai branch, he was engaged at 
Tiruthani branch and also at Manavala Nagar branch on 
daily wage basis. But, he was given work when only regular 
messenger was on leave. The Petitioner was an illegal 
entrant and he was disengaged from 31-5-2002 on the 
ground that regular candidate was appointed on 
compassionate grounds. The Petitioner was employed as 
additional messenger in addition to the messenger Mr. G. 
Dharman. It is false to allege that the Petitioner worked 
continuously in the Respondent/Bank, The Petitioner was 
engaged only for specific periods and therefore, he w as 
neft employed continuously without any break, ll is also 
false to allege that he has done clerical work in the 
Respondent/Bank, as per their policy decision the 
Respondent/Bank has taken only candidates sponsored 
by Employment Exchange and unfortunately, the 
Petitioner was not selected through this process. Since 
the Petitioner was engaged only on daily casual basis, he 
cannot claim reinstatement. The Supreme Court and High 
Courts have held that appointment to permaneni service 
must be made in terms of recruitment rules and further, for 
the said purpose, there must exist a vacancy, and a person 
appointed through back door, that is not iuconformity 
with the rules, could not claim permanency in service. 
Therefore, for all these reasons, the Respondent prays to 
dismiss the claim of the Petitioner with costs. 

5. In these circumstances, the points for my 
consideration are— 

(i) “Whether the action of the Respondent/ 
Management in terminating the services of the 
Petitioner is legal and justified?” 

(ii) “To what relief the Petitioner is entitled?” 

POINT NO. 1- 

6. In this case, it is admitted fact that the Petitioner 
worked under Respondent/Management from 10-9-1998 to 
31-5-2002 and he has worked at Tiruthani, Manavala Nagar, 
Irungattukottai branches of the Respondent/Bank. The 
Petitioner examined himself as WW1 and he alleged that he 
has worked continuously without any interruption. Even 
though Sunday is a holiday, the Respondent paid wages for 
Sundays also. Further, even for other holidays, th^ have 
paid salary to him. Besides the work of messenger, the 
Petitioner alleged that he has done the work of clearing, 
stitching of cash bundles and vouchers and other works. It 
is his further evidence that every day, he starts from 
Sriperumputhur at 6.00 am and reaches Cheimai and collect 
inward clearing and again return to Irungattukottai at 9.00 am. 
He further stated that he used to collect returned cheques 
outward clearing cheques and again come to Central Clearing 
Office. Then, he used to return to bank branch at 1.00 pm 
and he will do the work till 8.00 pm or the Manager leaves the 
branch. Tliis evidence of the Petitioner has not been 


challenged by the Respondent and he was not cross 
examined by the Respondent, further, learned counsel for. 
the Petitioner argued that Petitioner filed an I. A. No. 23/2005 
for production of documents and sought for certain 
documents from the Respondent and this Tribunal had 
ordered for production of documents, but the Respondent/ 
Management has not product the documents sought for 
by the Petitioner. The documents are charges register 
maintained at Tiruthani branch, of the Respondent/Bank 
during the period between February, 1996 and December. 

1998 charges vouchers maintained at Tiruthani branch of 
the Respondent/Bank relating to payment of wages 
received by Petitioner during the period between Febmaiy; 
1996 and December, 1998; secondly, charges register 
maintained at Tiruthani branch of the Respondent/Bank 
between February, 1996 and December, 1998; thirdly the 
Petitioner wanted charges register maintained at Tiruthani 
branch ui the Respondent/Bank during the period between 
December, [998 and May, 2002. Similarly; he wanted charges 
voucher? maintained at Tiruthani branch of the 
Respondent/Bank representing payment of wages received 
by Petitioner during the period between December. 1998 
and May, 2002 and he also wanted eharges register 
maintained at Tiruthani branch of the Respondent/Bank 
during the period between December, 1998 and May. 2002 
letter written by Irungaltukkotai branch to Thiruthani 
branch dated 25-3-2000 regarding Petitioner's work as 
messenger; and he sought for a letter in reply written by 
Tiruthani branch to Irungattukottai branch dated 25-3-2000 
detailing the Petitioner’s work at Tiruthani branch and 
Manavalanagar branch as temporary messenger. But the 
Respondent/Bank has not produced any document nor 
stated any valid reason for not producing these documents. 
Under such circumstances, the Petitioner has established 
that he has worl«d for more than six years continuously in 
the Respondent/Bank as a messenger and therefore, the 
oral disengagement by the Respondent/Bank was w ithout 
following the mandatoiy provisions of I.D. Act, which is 
illegal and void ab initio. Learned counsel for the Petitioner 
further relied on the rulings reported in 1994 IILLJ 320 
RAJESH KUMAR AND OTHERS I S'. STATE Ca^ MAD YA 
PRADESH AND OTHERS wherein the High Court of 
Madhya Pradesh in a case where the question arises with 
regard to appointment was inyalidly made or not in that 
case, it has held that “even if the Petitioners were 
considered probationers in that case too compliance with 
Section 25F was mandatory” and the Division Bench further 
held that “invalid appointment is not one of the exceptions 
found in Section 2(oo) of the Act. Any termination not 
falling under any of the exclusionary clauses of the said 
section would amount to clear retrenchment and for such 
termination compliance ofpre-requisites of Section 25F is 
necessary” and it ordered that order of termination and 
notice is illegal. Relying on this decision, learned counsel 
for the Petitioner contended that even assuming that 
Petitioner was appointed as temporary messenger on daily 
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basis, the termination of the Petitioner without following 
the mandatory provisions is illegal, void and ab initio and 
therefore, the Petitioner is entitled to the prayer of 
reinstatement and also the relied claimed by him. 

7. As against this, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that in 1999 n LU1173 CALCUTTA 
TRAMWAYS COMPANY LTD AND OTHERS VS. 
RAMESH AND 17 OTHERS, the Calcutta High Court has 
held that “appointment to permanent service must be in 
terms of recruitment rules and for the said purpose there 
must exist a vacancy. A person appointed through back 
door that is not inconfbrmily with the rules, could ruA claim 
permanency in service. ” In this case, the Petitioner has 
not been appointed as per recruitment rules of Respondent/ 
Bank and his appointment is only illegal. Under such 
circumstances, he caimot claim the relief <rfreinstatement. 
Further, he was appointed only as a daily wager and 
therefore, the relief of reinstatement cannot be given to the 
Petitioner. 

8. On considering the facts adduced by WWl and 
considering the fact that the Respondent has not produced 
the documents ordered by this Tribunal, I find if those 
documents are produced before this Tribunal, it will prove 
the case of the Petitioner and that is why, the Respondent 
has not produced these documents. In such circumstances, 
it is clear that the Petitioner has established his contention 
that he has worked as a messenger in the Respondent/ 
Bank from the year 1996 till his termination namely 
31-5-2002. Thus, he has worked for more than six years and 
while terminating his services, the Respondent has not 
followed the mandatory provisions of Section 25F of the 
I.D. Act. Thus, I find the action of the Respondenl/Bank in 
terminating the services of the petitioner is illegal and not 
justified. 

POINT NO. 2 — 

The next point to be decided in this case is to what 
relief the Petitioner is entitled? 

9. In view of my foregoing findings, I find the order 
of termination passed by the Respondent/Management is 
not legal and justified and the Petitioner is entitled to the 
relief of reinstatement into sCTvice. But, with regard to back 
wages, there is no evidence from the side of the Petitioner 
that he has been without any job fix)m the date oftermination 
till this date. Even though the Petitioner is entitilcd to back 
wages, ends of justice would be met with, if half of the b^ 
wages is ordered to the Petitioner in the circumstances of 
this case. No Costs. 

10. j^hus, the reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the PA., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 21 st December, 2005.) 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 


Witnesses Examined 

For the I Party/Petitioner: WWl Sri K. Raghupathy 

For the Respondent^ 

^fenagement : None 

Documents Marked:— 

On either side : Ml 
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New Etelhi, the 24thFebruaiy, 2006 

S.O. 1067.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Ciovernment hereby publishes the award Ref (33/2002) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court Bangalore as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the management of C!anara Bank and 
their workmen, received by the Central Government on 
24-2-2006. 

■{Na L- 12012/64/2002-IR(B-lI)l 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

tribunal<tjm-£abour court, bangalore 

Dated: the 16th February, 2006 
PRESENT: 

Shir A.R SDDDIQUI, Presiding Officer 

C.R NO. 33/2002 

IParty n Party 

Shri H. Govinda Swamy The Dy. General Manager, 
No. 620,1 ‘A’ Main Road, CJanaraBank, 

Meenakshi Nagar, Circle Office, ^ 

KHB Colony, Magadi Road, M.G. Road, 
Bangalore-560079 Bangalore-560001 
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AWARD 


1. The Central Government by exercising the powers 
conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 2 A of the Section 10 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 has referred this dispute 
vide order. No. L-12012/64/2002-IR(B-II) dated 10th July 
2002 for adjudication on the following schedule: 

SCHEDULE 

“whether the management of Canara Bank is justified 
by dismissing Shri H. Govindaswamy, Clerk, from 
service w.e.f. 8-7-2000? If not, what relief the later is 
entitled to and from which date. 

2. While, challenging the dismissal order, and the 
findings of the enquiry holding him guilty of the charges 
of misconduct, the first party in his Claim Statement also 
challenged the enquiry proceedings on various grounds 
interalia contending that enquiry conducted against him 
was biased in favour of the management and that it was 
conducted in violation of principles of natural justice 
denying him sufficient opportunity to defend himself in 
the enquiry. The management by its Counter Statement 
however, maintained and asserted that a reasonable 
opportunity was given to the first party to defend himself 
and he infact attended enquiry proceedings by cross- 
examining the management wiUiesses and leading his own 
defence evidence and therefore, the enquiry was in 
accordance with principles of natural justice. Keeping in 
view the respective contentions of the parties, this tribunal 
on 7-6-2004 framed a preliminary issue as under:— 

“Whether the Domestic enquiry conducted against 
the first party by the Second Party is fair and 
proper”? 

3. During the course of trial of the said issue, the 
management examined enquiry officer as MWl and got 
marked 9 documents at Ex. Ml to M9. First parly examined 
himself as WWl without getting marked any document. 
After hearing the learned counsels for the respective parties 
on the above said issue, this tribunal by its order dated 
29-6-2005 recorded a finding to the effect that DE conducted 
b>' the management against the first party is fair and proper. 
Thereupon the matter was posted to hear the respective 
counsels on the point of alleged perversity of the findings 
and the quantum of the punishment. Learned counsel for 
the first party submitted his Written Argument as well as 
advanced oral arguments. Learned counsel for the 
management made his oral arguments. 

4. Learned counsel for the first party in his argument 
attacked the findings of the enquiry' as perverse and 
arbitrary on many grounds making reference to the oral 
and documentary evidence produced during the codrsc of 
enquiry. He contended that out of 9 witnesses examined to 
prove the charges, 6 witnesses were the officials of Uic 
bank and 3 witnesses were Courier Staff. They have all 
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favoured the management being interested witnesses He 
contended that the witness, MW 1 though was on leave on 
15-5-1998, his statement was relied upon, statements of 
MW2, Smt. Leela Sudhakar was also acted upon despite 
her admissions about the irregularities found in the letter 
at Ex. M9 sent to the management branch from French 
Expr^s Courier service run by the said lady. He contended 
that enquiry officer was also not right in relying upon the 
testimony of MW 3 and MW4, the courier staff keeping in 
view llteir statements in cross-examination and he referred 
to their relevant statements. He also contended that the 
statements of MW5 and MW8 the officers of the bank in 
giving their joint statement and the Ex. MEX, 11 to the 
Investigation Officer was not worth credence as they were 
not examined by the Investigation Officer MW9 and that 
their statements speaking to the fact that account holder 
Smt. Sarala Amalorapavam who realized the amount in 
question had given the name of the first party before the 
Police was an hearsay evidence and not to be acted upon 
being made before the police and that the statement not 
being recorded by the Investigation Officer. Learned 
counsel submitted that the bill/invoice at Ex. MEX. 10 
submitted by the said Courier service on 2-6-1998 is not a 
reliable document due to omission of five covers taken by 
them on 15-5-98 and double entry of cover sent of Tumkiir, 
Likewise MEX 9 should not have been considered being a 
fabricated document issued by the Courier service on 
26-10-98 after the incident was noticed by the bank. He 
submitted that the statement of MW9 as Investigation 
Officer and his report would make it clear that the then 
Manager, Shri Guniprasad had responded to the branch 
officer with IB A No. 14706 dated 19-5-1998 under the 
instruction of Shri B.G. Kini, Sr. Manager without following 
the guidelines of the circular dated 29-4-94 and circular 
dated 31-1-1997 where under the branch was supposed to 
have a close watch over the new'ty opened accounts during 
the first six months specially the transactions amounting 
to huge amounts and that in the case of transaction 
involving OSC’s involving Rs. 10 lakhs and above, the 
bank vms supposed to remit the rcaKzation proceeds through 
crossed demand draft only. He contended that the enquiry 
officer simply ignored those two circulars and also Ik; 
observations made by MWl in his Investigation Report 
p^sed against Shri Guniprasad and Kini who were the 
main responsible persons in causing loss to the bank to 
the tune of Rs. 18 lakhs and more in disregard to the above 
said circulars and guidelines issued by the head office of 
the management. He submitted that a poor clerk namely 
the first party, who was working only in a tappal branch 
has been implicated by issuing the chargesheet for the 
alleged misconduct and those officers of the bank w ho 
actually cleared the payment in favour of said Smt. Sarala 
within 20 days of opening of fresh account with the 
Kunningham branch have been left of and Shri Kini has 
been sent him by giving him the benefit of VRS. His next 
contention was that merely because first party remained 
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absent from duty, that too, on leave and rejoined the duty 
by producing a Anticipatoiy Bail order, the management 
cannot jump to the conclusion that the first party since 
was involved in the incident did not attend the bank 
absconding himself till the date he received the 
Anticipatoiy Bail order. Learned counsel submitted that 
the charges against the first party that he handed over 
only 14 cxjvers to the Courier staBfMW4 on 15-5-98 holding 
back the cover containing the cheque in question without 
sending it to the main branch, Bellaiy and that on 
16-5-1998 when another courier boy MW3 visited the 
bank handed over him other two covers including one 
containing the cheque and thereafter made a false entry in 
the courier inward register at Ex. M18 making it to appear 
that advice for the said cheque has been received, was not 
worth credence and reliable and even otherwise it cannot 
be said that he perpetrated fraud on the bank in order to 
see that said Smt. Sarala received the amount from the 
bank against the cheque tendered by her, Therefore, learned 
counsel submitted that the findings of the enquiiy holding 
the worionan guilty of the chaiges of misconduct in playing 
fraud upon t^ bank in getting the above said cheque 
amount released in favour of said Smt. Sarala were not at all 
based on sufficient and legal evidence and therefore, 
suffered from perversity and in the result the dismissal 
order passed on the basis of those findings is illegal and 
void abinitio and therefore, first party is entitled to the 
relief sought for. 

5, Whereas, the learned counsel for the management 
in his written arguments submitted that tlie evidence 
brought on record before the enquiiy officer in the oral 
testimony of 9 witnesses and 18 documents marked at Ex. 
MEX. 1 to 18, was legal and sufficient to prove the chaiges. 
His arguments was that almost all the allegations made in 
the charge sheet have been proved and established beyond 
reasonable doubt and the findings submitted Ity the enquiry 
officer holding the workman guilty of the charges are 
supported by the evidence brought on record and by 
cogent reasonings given by him in coming to the aforesaid 
conclusion. He invited attention of this tribunal to the the 
evidence brought on record before the enquiiy officer and 
the findings given by him in holding the workman guilty of 
the charges. 

6. On the point of quantum of punishment in the 
cases of misappropriation of the funds of the bank, learned 
counsel cited the following rulings: 

1. 2004 107 FJRP 535 SC 

2 AIR2000SCP3129 

3. ^i995(I)LUKarP233 

4. 1995 (l)LLJDB KarP 1076 

5. 1998SOC(L&S)P1129SC 

6. Am. 2000 SC P 3028 

7. 1999(2)LLJP155SC 


7. In order to appreciate the respective contentions 
of the parties it is worthwhile to bring on record the very 
charge sheet issued against the first party running as 
under:— 

Charge Sheet 

“You are working as a Clerk at our LB & PSM 
Section, Circle Office, Bangalore, since 16th 
November 1998. Earlier yourw'ereworkingas Cleric 
at our Cunningham Road Branch, Bangalore, from 
lO-l-1997 to 3-11-1998. On 15-5-1998, you were 
handling the tappal department at our Cunningham 
Road Branch, Bangalore. On that day, you had 
delivered 14 covers to the representative of 
M/s. French Express Courier, Shri Arokya Rajan, 
who had acknowledged for having collected 14 
items. There were actually 16 covers on that day 
to be delivered to the Courier, out of which 3 covers 
meant for Chickballapur were put in a single cover, 
making the total number of covers to 14. Under S r. 
No. 16 you have cancelled the original entry of 
OSC 27315/98 against the cancelled entry of SI. 
No, 16 in the Courier RegisleT. On 16-5-1998, when 
a different courier boy, namely Shri Pradeep from 
M/s. French Express Courier had come to take 
dehveiy of the courier covers, you have compelled 
the courier boy to alter the figures of previous 
dayi.e. 15-5-98 to 14+2=16. The courier boy had 
altered the figure as instructedbyyou. Thecourier 
agency have also confirmed non receipt of any 
cover addressed to Main Branch, Bellary, on 
25-5-1998, which was evident from the list given 
by them containing the details of the covers 
received by the courier agency during the month 
of May 1998. Apart from this while deposing 
before the police authorities, Smt. Sarala 
Amalorpavan, Customer having SB account No, 
31957 with our Cunningham Road Branch, 
Bangalore, in the presence of Shri T. M. Bhat, 
Chi^ Manager, Shri D. Muralinarayan, Senior 
Manager, has^kated that you have assured your' 
assistance in encashing the cheque for Rs, 18.50 
lakhs which was sent f or collection by the branch 
on 15-5-1998 for credit of her account. You haye 
absconded immediately after the fraud came to 
li ght and the police were on the look out for you, 
suspecting your involvement in the fraud. You 
remained absent from duties from 9-10-1998 to 2- 
11-1998 and produced a copy of the anticipatoiy 
bail obtained by you on the date of joining duties. 
The alterations in the Tappal Register, the 
statement of Courier boy that you got 
acknowledgement for the disjxited cheque on a 
later date, the depositions of the account holder 
before the police authorities in the presence pf 
branch officials and your absconding from the 
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duties besides obtaining anticipator' bail lead us 
to believe that you have actively involved in the 
perpetration of fraud on the bank. Thus, you have 
acted in a manner which is unbecoming of a bank 
employee, by assisting the party to fraudulently 
withdraw a sum of Rs. 18.47 lakhs from her SB 
account out of a non existent/non realized 
collection item. You have thus exposed the bank to 
huge financial losses. An explanation in this regard 
was called from you vide staff section (O) Cirdc 
OfBce, Bangalore letter No. BLC: SSO:5034:EP;99 
dated 1-1-1999 and the reply submitted by you was 
neither convincing nor satisfactory. You have thus 
committed gross misconduct within the meaning 
of Chapter XI Regulation 3 Clause (1) of Canara 
Bank Service Code. Your actions being prejudicial 
to the i nterest of the bank, you have also committed 
gross misconduct within the meaning of Chapter 
XI Regulation 3 Cause (m) of Canara Bank Service 
Code.^’ 

8. From the reading ofthe above said charge sheet, 
it can be seen that there are mainly 4 set of allegations 
levelled against the first party to substantiate the 
misconduct committed hy him for the realization of the 
amount in question in favour of said Smt. Sarala. Now let 
us see what are the reasonings assigned by the Enquiry 
Officer in coming to the conclusion that all the aforesaid 4 
allegations made against the first party have been proved 
against him to point out that he was involved in getting the 
cheque amount released in favour of Smt. Sarala cleared 
from the bank. TTie fact undisputed are that on 15-5-1998 a 
cheque bearing No. 206497 dkeed 11-5-1998 for Rs. 18.50 
lakhs drawn on Syndicate Bank Market Road, Bellary was 
deposited for collection in SB account No. 31957 of Smt. 
Sarala Amalorpavam and cl^ue was lodged against OSC 
No. 27315/98 and the realization proceeds purported to 
have been sent by the Bellary Main Branch by IB A 14706. 
dated 19-5-1998 were found to be fraudulently withdrawn 
by said Smt. Sarala. The main allegation against the first 
party by the management is that while he was dealing with 
Tappal Courier department on 15-5-1998 he delivered 14 
covers to the Courier boy of French Express Courier by 
name Shri Arogya Swami and the boy after having colleted 
those 14 covers acknowledged for having received the 
same. The management contended that originally there were 
16 covers on that day out of which 3 covers were meant to 
Chickballapur were put in single cover making the total as 
14 covers and they were handed over to said courier boy. It 
is alleged that the first party cancelled entry against Sr. No. 
16 in the Courier register addressed to main branch, Bellary 
and on 16-5-98 when a different courier boy, Pradeepcame 
to take delivery of the courier covers he compelled him to 
alter the figures of the previous day (15-5-98) as courier 
cov'ers handed over were 14+2=16 and the courier boy 
obliged the first party in altering the figures. It is further the 


case of the managements that thereupon in tlie courier inward 
register the first party made a false entry purporting to tlie 
receipt of the advice from main branch BeUary for clearance 
of the cheque and it is based on that entrj' proceeds of the 
cheque were released by the bank and were realized by Smt. 
Sarala and thereby the first party played fraud upon 
the bank causing loss to the tune of Rs. 18.50 lakhs. The 
other two allegations as noted above, are that he remained 
absent from duty from 9-10-1998 to 2-11-1998 after the 
incident came to light and rejoined the duty by producing 
anticipatory bail. The next allegation is that said Sarala 
in the presence of MW 5 and MW 8, the ‘Manager and the 
Sr. Manager made statement before the police involving 
the first party in helping her to realize the said cheque 
amount. 

9. AftcrmakingreferncetothestatementsofMW I 
to 9 in detail along with the documents at Ex. MEX 1 to 18, 
the learned enquiry officer under the heading ‘analysis of 
evidence and findings’ from pages 13 to 16 assigned the 
following reasonings in holding the workman guilty of the 
charges, 

Analysis (tf Evidence and Findings 

I have perused the charge sheet, proceedings of the 
enquiry, depositions and documentary evidence 
brought on record during the course of the enquiry 
and after careful consideration of the evidence, 
findings are as under 

It is not disputed that Shri H, Govindaswamy was 
working in the Tappal Department at Cunningham 
Road, Bangalore branch on 15-5-98. As per MEX4, 
i. e. the statement of Shri H Govindaswamy, he has 
admitted that he was working in the Tappal 
Department during the relevant period. It is on record 
that on 15-5-98 Shri H. Govindaswamy had dehvered 
14 covers to the Representative Shri Arokia Rajan of 
M/s. Amrutha Associates, Franchise of M/s. French 
Express Courier, who had acknowledged for having 
colleted 14 items. 

It is also allged that on 16-5-1998 when Shri Pradeep, 
Courier boy had come to take delivery of the courier 
covers. Shri H. Govindaswamy had compelled the 
courier boy to alter the figures of previous day, i.e. 
15-5-1998 and ‘14+2=16’. Shri Pradeep had altered 
the figures as instructed by him. The Courier Agency 
has confirmed non receipt of any cover addressed to 
Bellary Main branch on 15-5-98. Apart from this, 
Smt, Sarala Amalorpavam had informed the police 
authorities during her interrogation about the 
involvement of Shri H. Govindaswamy encashing 
the cheque for Rs. 18,50 lakhs which was .sent for 
collection of the branch on 15-5-98 for credit of her 
account. Thereafter, he absoconded immediately 
after the fraud came to light and remained absent 
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frcwn duties from 9-10-98 to 2-11-^ and after obtaining 
anticipatory bail, he joined the duties. 

The Investigation Officer, Shri V R, Iyengar, who 
has been examined as MW 9, has confirmed the 
involvement of Shri H. Govindaswamy for the 
reasons that there were alterations in the Courier 
Register with regard to the covers handed over the 
courier b(^. The cover to be sent to Bellary main 
branch was not actually handed over to the courier 
boys on 15-5-98 and on the next day i.e. 16-5-98 Shri 
H. Govindaswamy froced the courier boy Shri 
Pradeep to alter the number of covers and affix his 
signature. Apart from this, Shri H Govindaswamy 
had made in entry in the inward Courier Register, as 
if a branch advice was received from Bellaiy vide 
MEX. 18. Shri H. Govindaswamy also remained 
absconding from duties from the day the branch 
registered a police complaint and when the police 
were in search of him, and only after obtaining the 
anticipatory bail, the CSE has reported for duties 
and his enquiries with Bellaiy branches reveal that 
they have not received the OSC purported to have 
been sent by Cunningham Road Branch to this 
regard. 

The above facts made the I.O. to come to the 
conclusion about the involement of Shri H. 
Govindaswamy in the fraudulent encashment of 
Rs. 18.50 lakhs. MEX. 1, the investigating Report 
submitted by Shri V. R. Iyengar clearly shows that 
Smt. Sarala Amalorpavam opened a SB account with 
the assurance by Shri H. Govindaswamy that he 
would help/assist in encashing the cheque of 
Rs, 18.50 lakhs with an intention to cheat the Bank. 
The party was already having an account at our 
Fraser Town, Bangalore branch. The cheque No. 
204697 drawn on SB account holder of Syndicate 
Bank. Bellaiy, locked under OSC 27315/98 on 15-5-98 
was never sent to Bellary branch, Shri H. 
Govindaswamy managed to add the courier cover 
entry in the Outward Courier Register after entiy of 
the 14lh cover and forced the courier bey on 16-5-98 
to change the number as ‘14+2=16’ to suit his 
convenience. The alterations in the serial numbers 
in the outward register are made by Shri H. 
Govindaswairy. The I.O. is of the view that since the 
cheque is not at all sent to Bellaiy, in all protebility, 
Shri H. Govindaswamy has parted with the Branch 
Advice (computer stationery) with an intention to 
commit fraud. The report is also clear that Shri H. . 
Govindaswany has mailed to enterthe branch advice 
withiBANo. 14706 dated 19-5-98 for Rs. 18.50 lakhs in 
the 'inward courier register which is in his own 
handwriting, to impress that it came in the normal course 
in the courier tappal and thercafter sent to the concerned 
section for delivery against acknowledgement. In 
addition to this, the Inward courier covers 
and acknowledgement slips are not maintained 


by Shri H, Govindaswamy has taken advantage of 
certain loopholes in the internal control of the 
branch, and taken advantage in perpetration of 
fraudulent withdrawal ofRs. 18.50 lakhs in collusion 
with others. 

During the investigation it is confirmed that the 
courier boys, at the instance of Shri H. 
Goviiuiaswaiiiy, Shri Pradeep has added ‘+2’ and put 
his signature without rounffing off the number, and 
in fact, he had not received any cover from Shri H. 
Govindaswamy on 16-5-1998. MEX-1 clearly shows 
the involvement of Shri H Govindaswamy in the 
fraiKhilent withdrawal (rffts. 18.50 lakhs. MEX. 2 dated 
15-5-98 shows an entry of OSC 27315/98 of Bellaiy' 
Main, which is in the handwriting of Shri H. 
Govindaswamy. 

The depositions of Shri Pradeep, the courier boy 
clearly shows that at the instance of Shri H. 
Govindaswamy, he added ‘+2’ in the register and 
signed the same without rounding off the entry, 
which normally he does for the covers received by 
him. Since Shri H. Govindaswamy had insisted on 
him to write, he has written the same in MEX.2. 
Similarly, Shri Arokia Rajan, the other courier boy in 
his statement has confirmed that he has received 14 
covers on 15-5-98 firom Shri Govindaswamy, and 
accordingly, he has signed and the signatures are 
appearing on MEX 2. During the cross examination 
also, he has confirmed that he has received only 14 
documents and as such, he has written 14 and 
thereafter put his signature. He had emphatically 
confirmed that at the time of receiving it was only 14 
documents as mentioned by him. Apart from this, 
Smt Leela Sudhakar, proprietress of M/s Amrutha 
Associates, Franchise of M/s. French Express, 
Courfor division, clearly confirmed that Shri Pradeep 
the courier boy had informed her that when he had 
called on the branch oh 16-5-1998, ft>r delivery, 
he was asked by Shri H. Govindaswamy, Clerk to 
add ‘+2 ’ in respect of the previous days entiy which 
was reedved 1^ Shri Arokia Rajan, the other courier 
boy. Initially Shri Pradeep had declined to concede 
to his request, but at the instance of Shri' H. 
Govindaswamy he had added ‘+2’ without rounding 
off the number, stating that after ascertaining from 
Shri Arokia Rajan, he would round off the same. 

In the cross examination also, Smt. Leela Sudhakar 
has confirmed the same and MEX-9, the letter dated 
26-10-1998 addressed to Cunningham Road Branch 
which is signed by her, gives the correct version, 
and the same was prepared after due verification with 
her manager and records. Though thdre are some 
discrepancies in the version of MEX-10, MEX-9 gives 
the correct version. The depositions of Smt. Leela 
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Sudhakar, corroborated by the depositions of 
Shri Pradeep and Arokia Rajan and the documentary 
evidence marked during the enquiry, clearly establish 
that Shri Pradeep, at the instance of Shri 
H. Govindaswamy. has added ‘+2’ to the entry of 
15-5-98 wherein the OSC No. 27315/98 is added 
without handing over the covers to the courier boy. 
It is also corroborated by the depositions of Shri V.R. 
Iyengar (M W9) and as per his report MEX-1. 

The depositions of Shri TM. Bhat and Shri 
D. Muralinarayanan, MW5&8, respectively, s4iows 
that both were interrogated by the police authorities. 
They have also confirmed that during the 
interrogation of Smt. Sarala by the police, she had 
initially declined to name the bank official who had 
assisted her for obvious reasons. However, on 
persistent interrogation by the police, Smt. Sarala 
has revealed the name of Shri H. Govindaswamy who 
had assisted here in encashing the cheque for 
Rs. 18.50 lakhs in the presence of Shri TM. Bhat and 
Shri D. MuraUnarayanan. MEX-11, the joint statement 
given these officials clearly shows that Smt. Sarala 
in fact, informed the truth and involvement of Shri 
H. Govindaswnmy in encashing the cheque for 
Rs. 18.50 lakhs. Apart from this, MEX-12, the letter 
of Bellaiy Main branch dated 21-11-98 clearly shows 
that OSC No. 27315/98 purported to have been sent 
by Cunningham Road Branch, was not received by 
them and IBA No. 14706 docs not pertain to the 
transaction on 19-5-98. In fact, the said IBA number 
was given to Bidar Branch for realization of 
Tungabhadra GiameenaBank DD/BAR dated 16-5-98. 
They have emphatically confirmed that the OSC No. 
27315/98 dated 15-5-98 purported to have been sent 
from Cunningham Road, Bangalore branch was 
neither received by them nor the said branch advice 
emanated from Bellary Main branch. This clearly 
shows that being the Tappal Clerk, Shri 
H. Govindaswamy^ has raanagedto make an entry in 
the courier register for having sent the cover, which 
contained the cheque to Bellaiy Main branch, which 
infact was not done and the cover was not at all sent 
to Bellary main Branch. Apart from this, his 
handw riting in MEX-18 for having received tlie OSC 
realization proceeds which is in his own handwriting, 
also confirms his involvement in this regard. 

It is on record that the branch has lodged a police 
complaint on 9-10-98 about the fraudulent 
encashment ofRs. 18.50 lakhs. Incidentally, it is also 
on record that Shri H. Govindaswamy has remained 
absent unanthorisedly and he was absconding 
thereafter. MEX-1, MEX 16 & 17 clearly shows that 
Shri H. Govindaswamy remained absent from 
9-10-98 to 2-11 -98 for ob\dous reasons, and only after 
obtaining anticipatoiybail, he has joined dutcis and 
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produced the anticipatory bail. This clearly shows 
that from the date of lodgement of police complai nt 
by the branch the CSE remained absent and his 
contention that he had gone to Chickmagalur in order 
to recover the cancard liability from one Shri Hiriyarma 
Gowda, is only an after thought, just to avoid the 
responsibility. The production of copies of bus 
tickets and counterfoil for having remitted Rs. 2000 
in the account of Shri M. Hiriyarma Gowda does not 
absolve him of the charges proved against him. I^ 
fact, Shri Govindaswamy in his reply to the bank has 
stated that he was not well and as such, he remained 
abent. However, at this juncture, he has stated that 
he had gone to Chickmagalur in order to recover the 
Cancard liability as per the instructions of the Senior 
Manager and branch officials. However, Shri TM. 
Bhat, ChiefManager and Shri D. Muralinarayanan. 
then Sr. Manager have emphatically denied for having 
permitted Shri H. Govindaswamy to visit 
Chickmagalur in order to recover the cancard liability 
from Shri Hiriyanna Gowda. Therefore, the contention 
of the CSE for remaining absent particularly during 
the period and after lodging the complaint by the 
branch, does not merit any consideration. 

For the reasons stated sipra, and taking into account 
the documentary' evidence brought on record, it is 
clearly established the involvement of 
H. Govindaswamy in encashing a cheque of Rs. 18.50 
lakhs from the account of Smt. Sarala AmaJorpavam, 
thereby exposing the Bank to huge financial loss. 
Therefore, I have no hesitation in coming to the 
conclusion that the charges levelled against 
H. Govindaswamy has been conclusively established 
and he has committed gross misconduct as mentioned 
in the chargeshect. The above acts of 
H. Govindaswamy are prejudicial to the interest of 
the Bank which arc serious in nature, and therefore, 
he has also committed gross misconduct in this 
regard.” 

^10. Now therefore, in the light of the above, findings 
of the enquiry officer supported by evidence and 
reasonings and in view of the fact that DE is held to be fair 
and proper a very heavy burden cast upon the first party 
to establish before this tribunal that findings suffered from 
perversity'. As could be seen, it is neither the case of ‘no 
evidence’ or ‘no legal evidence’. As many as 9 witnesses 
were examined for the management including two Chief 
Managers, namely MW5 and MW8 apart from the 
Investigation Officer, MW9. On the first allegation that the 
first party made alteration in the courier register with regard 
to the covers handed over to the courier boys namely, 
MW3 and MW4, there is ample and sufficient evidence 
brought in the statements of the said two witnesses 
supported by the statement of MW2, Smt. Lecla Sudhakar. 
Proprietrix of M/s. Amrutha Associates (Courier service) 
and the documents namely the letter dated 26-10-98 and 
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the bjll/irivoice dated 2-6-98 at Ex.MEX. 9 & 10 issued by 
the said Courier service to the manager of Cunnigham 
branch. In the afdresaid tesUttidny of MW2 to MW4 and 
the dddlments at ix. MEX. 9 arid 10^ it has been veiy much 
brought out by the htanagenierit that the first party altered 
the figures in the courier Register tvith regard to the covers 
handed bVer by the first party to the courier boys It has 
come in the evidence thdt on 15-5-1998 the first parfr handed 
over 14 covers instead of 16 covers to the courier boy by 
name Arokia Rajah holding back the two covers one 
containing the cheque in question meant to be sent to 
Bellary main branch. On 16-5-1998 when the other courief 
boy by name Pradeep came to the bank to collect Tappal, 
he compelled the said boy to tnake entry in the courier 
register with regard to the other two cdVef s as if they were 
delivered to him on 15-5-98 itself. Learned counsel for the 
first party referred to certain statements of these two boys 
in their cross examination to discredit their evidenOe but in 
my opinion on the point in question theif evidence has 
remained unshaken. There is no motive attributed td the 
evidence of said two boys as to Why they diould make a 
statement against the first party. The arguments for (he 
first party that the courier serv ice since has got business 
with the bank, they have favoured the management, does 
not carry much weight. That apart as noted above^ the lady 
who runs the said courier service also has been examined 
and she in no uncertain terms stated that their courier 
service rather MW3 and 4 have not received the cover 
containing the cheque meant to be delivered to Bellary 
main branch, Accordingly she has also given a letter at 
MEX.9 and the bill/invoice at Ex.MlO to speak to the fact 
that the cover meant for BeJlary main branch has not been 
received by the said courier service to be delivered to the 
said branch. Therefore, there are not good reasons not to 
act upon the testimony of MW2 to 4 and the documents at 
Ex. MEX.9 and 10, The contention for the first party that 
Ex.MEX. 10 is full of contradictions with regard to the Tf^pal 
receiv'ed by the Courier serv’ice as some of the letters sent 
by the bank through the said courier service are not at all 
found in the said invoice is of no consequence. It may be 
that there are some contradictions in that respect but the 
fact that the cover meant to be sent to Bellary main branch 
has never been received by the said courier service remains 
very much established in the aforesaid documents and 
statements of MW2 to MW4. Allegation against the first 
party that he made a false entry in the courier regisier/6ook 
maintained by the bank purporting to hav^e received the 
advice from the Bellaiy' branch in respect of the said cheque 
again has been proved by sufficient evidence. The 
contention of the first part>' that he did not make any such 
entiy and that the hand writing of the entr>' has not been 
subjected to experts opimon and therefore, such an entry 
cannot be acted upon is not verv' much acceptable, when 
the competent witnesses including the Investigation Officer 
have deposed to the said fact and their statement on the 
point has not been shaken veiy much during the course of 
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his cross examination for the first party before the enquiiy 
officer. It was not obligatory on the part of the enquiry officer 
to get expert’s opinon about the said enity. It was also not 
felt necessary b>' him since the inward courier register was 
under the charge of the first party and and it is he who w'as 
supposed to make entry in the said register. Moreover, it is 
not the case of the first party that somebody else in the bank 
had made such an entry. Therefore, tlsese two allegations 
made in the charge shed have been proved by sufficient 
and legal evidence and findings of the enquiry on tlicse two 
points in ny opinion did not suffer from perversity. 

11, Now, coming to the other two allegations, namely 
the conduct of the first part>' in remaining absent from 
duly till he got the Anticipatory bail order and that said 
Smt, Sarala in the presence of MW5 & MW8 made a 
statement before the police involving the first party rather 
helping her in getting the said cheque cleared are not proved 
by the management by legal and sufficient evidence. The 
fact that first party attended the bank on 6-10-1998 and 
worked for half day and left the office without information 
and that on 12-10-1998 he attended the office signed the 
register and then worked for half day and left the office 
without taking the permission and that from 13-10-1998 
onwards he remained absent till he was relieved from the 
branch in absentiam to report at SS(W)BCO in terms of 
order w.e.f 3-11-98 and that he reported duty along with 
the Anticipatory Bail order only on 2-11-98 has been veiy 
much spoken to in the statement of MW8 and there is 
nothing worth elicited from him on this point to suggest 
otherwise. Statement of MW8 also gels support from the 
documents at Ex.MEX. 13. However, only because the first 
party remained absent from duty for few days and then 
reported back to duty along with Amicipartor}' Bail Order, 
no inference can be drawn that he was involved in the 
alleged fraud committed on the bank. May be that he had 
an apprehension of being arrested by the police after having 
come to know the fact that a police complaint was filed 
with regard to the said incident. Similarly the evidences of 
MW 5 & 8 coupled with their statemelns at Ex.MEX. 11 is 
not the evidence in the eye of law to suggest that first 
party was involved in committing fraud with regard to the 
cheque m question. It is said that said Smt. Sarala when 
present along with MW5 & 8 in the Police St<Uion. she 
disclosed the name of first party as a person who hfclpai iicr 
in gitting her cheque encashed. MW5 & 8 said to have made 
ajointstatementacoordinglyaiExMEX, IltoMW9andbased 
on that statement the Investigation Officer confirmed the 
information that ^ was the first party who was involved for 
committing the fraud in question. First of all the above said 
statement, Ex.MEX. 11 as far as referring to the statement 
of Smt. Sarala was an hearsay evidence. Undisputedly 
MW9 neither recorded the statements of MW 5 & 8 nor 
recorded the statement of said Smt. Sarala. No sufficient 
explanation was offered by the Investigation Officer in not 
recording their statements during the course of 
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investigation. Strangely enough thes^^ two re-iponsible 
officers of the bank had given ihe above said sutemems 
without putting the date and it is here've aannot brusli 
asi^ lightly the contention of she first party it was a 
statement created to suit the managemew case. Therefore, 
findings of the enquiry officer on ths^ t.eo allegations 
made against tlie first party in my' i^ipion are Tiot syppcrted 
by sufficient and legal evidence and ihetexcre f^siifeied 
from perversity, 

12. Now a qucirfion arises as to whether tlv; aforesaid 
misconduct committed by the first party in making 
alteratioiis in the outward and inward courier registers is 
alone sufficient for the officers of the bank to reie.'s.se the 
cheque amount in favour of the said account holder Jt is 
not in dispute that Smt. Sarala had opened her account 
with Curmingham Road Brar^h ^pite here having acmmt 
of Fiazer Town Branch of the management itself It is not in 
dispute that the incident of cleanmee of the above said 
cheque had taken place just within 20 days of her opening 
of the account. As noted above* the above said two circulars 
called upon the bank officers to be on guard, in the cases 
of newly opened accounts for a period of six months 
specially on the transactions involving huge amounts and 
it is also made dear that whenever there is a transaction in 
respect of OSCs of Rs. 10 lakhs and ^ve, the amount 
shall be remitted through cross deihand draft only. In the 
instant case the guideimes in the said two circulars have 
been thrown to wind by the officers of the bank working at 
the relevant point of time. The Investigation Officer in his 
report rriarked at Ex. MBX. 1 at page 5 rclcv'ant for the 
purpose made the Ibllowing observations 

“The fraud came to light after the reconciliation 

of entries in HCi Summaries at IBAR Section. The 
branch advice has been responded 1^' Shri Guniprasad, 
Officer and signature of the signatoiy in the branch 
advice has been canceUed by Shri Guruprasad despite 
tlK fact that there is absolutely no similarity between 
the signatures appearing on the advice and spedmen 
signature. He has nowhere stated tliat he obtained 
^xcific permission for responding the branch advice, 
from Shri B.G. Kini. Shri Guruprasad in his letter 
addressed to the Deputy General Manager has stated 
that he responded the branch advice vsirh IB A14706 
dated 17-5-1998 in the system as per the mstructioiis 
of Shri B.G. Kini, Sr. Manager since the credit was in 
the form of Branch advice. He has also stated that 
Shri B.G. Kini was very particular to fKiss the credit to 
the said account as he h^ full information about the 
cheque sent for collection and he had verifted with 
the lodge of the cheque which is being the sale 
proceeds of land/estate at Bellaiy and if credit is 
delr^ed it may turn into customers complaint as the 
amount was huge. He has also stated that he 
remembers to have fixxz^ the debits in the said account 
for want of certain clarificatioiis.” 


13. His observations on page 8 with regard to the 
procedure to be followed in the cases like one on hand is 
as follows;— 

“Shri B.G. Kini, Senior Manager is not in order in 
permitting/instructing Shri Guruprasad to credit the 
proceeds of OSC basing on the information given by 
tiie account holder without compete verification of 
the fact. He could have contaaed Bcllary main 
branch over phone Immediately to verify the 
genuineness of the branch advice before parting with 
the amount since the amount involved is huge. Since 
the account was newly opened and proceeds came 
by way of branch advice instead of DD and the 
amount was substantial, he should have handled 
liie situation carefully and diligently.*' 

14, Therefore, as ar^ed for the first party had the 
then competent bank officers particulariy Shri Guruprasad 
and Shri Kini followed the guidelines and the proper 
procedure required in clearing the realization proceeds, the 
fraud in question could not have happened. However, only 
because ffie aforesaid officers have not been vigilant and 
have cleared the realization proceeds .towards the said 
cheque not adhering to the guidelines, the first party 
cannot be absolved of the deed of misconduct committed 
b>' him in falsification of the records.of the bank. He may 
not have committed the actual fraud but certainly has made 
a attempt and preparations towards commission of the fiaud 
by the party concerned, of course, subject to the collusion 
by other officers of the bank. The misconduct committed 
by' the first party also cannot be viewed leniently for the 
reason that in the banking institutions every word and 
figure in the bank of accounts, matters lot of importance. If 
the official of the bank himself is to induldge in falsification 
of the bank records, then the security of the bank towards 
the public money will be at stake. However, keeping in 
view of the fact that there is no direct nexus between the 
misconduct committed by the first party and the very 
realization of proceeds of the cheque in favour of the above 
said account holder, that too, made by the officers of the 
barik mdisregaid to the guidelines arid tlte irunimum conunon 
prudence being exercised by them in not going through and 
ascertaining the actual advice generated by the first party 
and in not making required enquiry with Bellary main 
branch, it appears to me that ends of justice will be met if 
the punishment of disml^al awarded against the first party 
is converted into the punishment of Compulsory retirement 
from the date of punishment order. Accordingly, the 
reference is answered and following Award is passed: 

AWARD 

The punishment of Dismissal ordered against the 
firsi party is concerted into Compulsory Retirement 
from the date of original punishn^nt order. No order 
to cost. 

(Dictated to PA transcribed by her corrected and 
signed by me on 16th February, 2006) 

A. R. SlDDIQUl, Presiding Officer 
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NewDelhi, the 24th Februaiy, 2006 

S.O. 1068.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government herein publishes the Award (Ref. 119/ 
2003) of the Central Govt. Indus.Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Channai as shown in the Annexure, in the 
industrial Dispute between the employers In relation to 
the mwagement ofUnionBankoflndia ^ their woikman, 
received the Central Government on 24-02>2006. 

(No.L-12012/45/2003-IR(B-ID] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEKNREim CENlRAJuGOVERNMENT 
INDUSTIOALTRmUNAL^XJM-LABOlJR, COURT 
CBENNAl 

Monday, the 19th December, 2005 
PRESENT 

K. Jayaimnan, Presiding Officer 
Industrial Dispute No. 119/2003 

(In the matter of the diw>ute for acyudication under 
clause (d) oi sub-section (I) and sub-section 2 (A) of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Dii^utes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), briween the Management of Union Bank of India 
and th^ wmkman) 

BETWEEN 

Smt. T. Parvathy I Party/Petitioner 

AND 

TheSeni<MrMans^OP) : IIParty/Management 

Union Bank of India 

Chennai 

APPEARANCES 

For the Petitioner : M/s. K M Ramesh, 

Advocates 

For the Management : M/s. T. S. Gopalan & Co. 

Advocates 

AWARD 

The Central Government. Ministry of Labour v/de 
Older No. L-12012/4S/2003-IR(B-n) dated 13-6-2003/ 
18-7-2003 has referred this industrial dispute to this 


Tribunal for adjudication. The Schedule mentioned in that 
order is: 

“Whether the action of the management of Union 
Bankof India in terminating the seivioes of Snt. T. 
Parvathy with effect from 29-01-2002 is legal and 
justified? If not, wha i rsi is ^e entitled to?” 

1 After the mceipt of tits reference, it was taken on 
file as 1. p. No. 119/2003 and notices were issued to both 
the parties and both the parties entered appearance through 
theiradvocatesand filed their Claim Statement and Counter 
Statement respectively. 

3. The allegations of the Petitioner in the Claim 
Statement are briefly as fbllows;— 

The Petitioner joined the services of II Party/ 
Management in its Besant Nagar branch on 30-10- 
1998 as Casual sub-staff on daily wages and II Party/ 
Management instead of regularising her service 
illegally and unjustifiably terminated her from service 
on29-l-2002. Even the Petitioner's iqrresentations and 
also notices ftrr which there was no response. Though 
the Petitioner had worked continuously without any 
break for more than three years the Respondent/ 
Management has not regul^sed her service and they 
have terminated .her service which is totally arbitran; 
illegal and unjustified. The P^tioner has worked for 
more than 240 days in each calendar year especially 
preceding one calendar year prior to her illegal 
termiaation. The Responient has violated the 
mandatoiy provisions of Section 25 F, 25G and 25H of 
the Industruil Diannes Act •> ^td the persons who have 
joined service as (Casual LaiKturers subsequent to the 
Petitioner have been regula rised in service and they 
are still in service. The ac.ion of the Respondent is 
also in violation of circular is^ied Centr^ Office of 
the ^^xxndent/Bank. Hence, the Petitioner prays that 
an award may be passed to reinstate the Petitioner in 
service with continuity of ser ice, back wages and all 
other attendant benefits. 

4. As against this, the Respondent in its Counter 
Statement contended that the Respondent/Bank has fixed 
number of posts on each category for each branch and the 
appointments are made only after the senctioned posts. 
Tbe Re^ndent/Bank being a public sector undert^ng, 
no one can gain entry into service of the bank by back 
door or influence or collusion or by taking advantage of 
any omission or failure on the part of its officers. Further, 
the sub-staff category was filled up by the Respondent/ 
Bank from among the candidates sponsored by the 
Employment Exchange. It is not uncommon in ' the 
Respondent/Bank that on occasions like opening of a new 
brandi, without the kno^edge cr authority of Regional 
Office, the coiKiemed Branch Manager have engaged local 
person to attena the deaning work and wages paid to them 
is ddnted to general expenditure acxx)unt Such engagement 
is neither permitted or authorired and it will not be binding 
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on the bank. On 30-10-1998 when the Respondenl/Bank 
opened a branch at Besant Nagar, it has deployed the part 
time sweeper att<«:h^ to Adyar branch to Besant Nagar, 
branch. Wlien the part-time sweeper of Adyar branch was 
not available, tiic branch may have en^ged the Petitioner for 
cleaning the prmuses. On 4-9-99 one Mrs. Sumathi, part-time 
sweeper attached to Adya; branch was tested to Besant 
Nagar branch, niougli, it is a part of duties of regular part- 
time sweepers to dean the toU^ tlierc is practice in some of 
the branches titat the y decline to attend the work of cleaning 
tlwi toilet and IcK:al pc ssion is engaaged for cleaning the toilet. 
On 4-3-2000 One Mi Selvaraj, Daflry; Madras Main branch 
was posted as sub-staff to Besant Nager branch. The Petitioner 
was lastly engaged in Novembr, 2001. Her engagement was 
neither regular nor continuous but it is only an ad-hoc 
arrangement till regular part-time sweeper was posted. She 
was onfy a ttending to the cleaning of premises. Therefore, 
inegular engagement of the Petitioner was done by the local 
Manager on his own volition and the same could not create a 

in her fevour to claim employment. The Petitioner was 
not woiking continously. She was engaged to attend to 
cleaning work which was hardly for an hour or two. The 
Petitioner wasnot sponsored by Employment Exchange and 
she could not be considered for regularisation in the services 
of Respondent/Bank. Merely, by reason of fact that she was 
oigag^ for some days by the Besant Nagar branch between 
1998 and 2001 she could not be saidtohavebeenemployedin 
the services of the Respondent/Bank. Further, her non¬ 
engagement could not amount to terminatiem much less 
retrenchment wihtin the meaning of Section 2 (oo) of the Act. 
There are only 30 vouchers evidencing the payment of wages 
to Petitioner between 19-12-98 and 30-11-2001 whichclearly 
shows the factual position about the d^s of her engagement. 
Now the Respondent/Bank is saddled with excess manpower 
and in the year 2001 it had put up a VRS, pursuant to w'hkh 
number of employees in all categories left their service and 
those vacancies are not filled up. Therefore, for all these 
reasons, the Respondent prays that the claim of the Petitioner 
may be dismissed with costs, 

5. Again, the Petitioner in the rejoinder stated that it 
is not true and correct to say that the 11 Party/Management 
was appointing persons only against sanctioned posts. In 
reality the persons like the Petitioner are engaged for doing 
sweeping and scavenging work in almost all branches of 
the Respondent/Bank, It is also now well settled that for 
menial jobs, the question of sponsoring by Employment 
Exchange does not arise. It is false to allege that the 
Petitioner was engaged in Besant Nagar branch only on 
the days the regular part-time sweeper of Adyar Branch 
was not available. On the other hand, the Petitioner was 
engaged continuously without any break whatsoever. It is 
also not true to say that the petitioner was not engaged 
after November, 2001. The Petitioner was terminated only 
on 29-1-2002 and till sikA time, she was engaged regularty. 
The Petitioner was woridng in the branch right from morning 


to close of banking hours. The Petitioner has worked 
between 30-10-98 to 29-1-02 on all working days. Hence, 
the Petitioner prays an award may be pas^ in her favour. 

6. In these circumstances, the points for my 
consideration are— 

(0 “Whether the action of ||ie Respondent/Bank 
in terminating the services of the Ftetitioner with 
e^ctfrom 29-01-2002 is legal andjsutified?” 

(ii) “To what relief the Petitioner is entitled?” 

Point No. 1: 

7. The contention of the Petitioner is that she was 
engaged as a part-time employee of the Respondent/Bank 
fiom 30-10-98 to 29-1 -2002 and on that date, the Respondent/ 
Bank without following rules and mandatory provisions 
has terminated her service and therefore, she has raised 
this dispute. On the other hand, the Respondent contended 
that the Petitioner was not engaged continuously for a 
period of three years and she has been engaged when the 
parmanent part-time sweeper attached to the branch was 
not available for cleaning the permises. It was only an ad- 
hoc arrangement till the regular part-time sweeper was 
posted and she was only attending cleaning of the premises 
and that too for an hour or two in a day and she is not 
entitled to the relief as claimed Ity her, 

8. In order to substantiate her claim the Petitioner 
has examined herself as WWl and produced documents 
Ex. W1 to W6 which are copy of p^ment vouchers for 
p^mentof w^es to her namely 15 which are marked as Ex. 
W1 series and copy of letter sent Ity her to Respondent/ 
Bank as Ex. W2, copy of legal notice issued by Petitioner as 
Ex. W3. Again on 194-2002 she has issued legal notice, 
copy of which is marked as Ex. W4. Copy of the dispute 
raised by Petitioner before Assistant Labour Commissioner 
(Central) is marked as Ex. W5 and copy of reply submitted 
by n Party/ Management is marked as Ex. W6. As against 
this, the Respondent/Management examined one Mr. R. 
Prabakhar, who is working as Senior Manager (P) as MW 1 
and marked 3 documents as Ex. Ml to M3, pjc. Ml is the 
copy of statement showing cash payment details made to 
Petitioner from 6-11-98 to 30-1-01. Ex M2 and M3 are cop)'of 
transfer orders issued to Mt?. T Sumathi and Sri M. Selvaraj 
respectively, who were posted Besant Nagar branch. 

9. Learned counsel for the Petitioner contendedthat 
in I. A No. 47/2004 this Tribunal has ordered the R^pondent 
to produce muster roll of Besant Nagar for the years 1998 
to 2002 and also permitted the Petitioner’s advocate to go 
and inspect the documents before the Respondent/ 
Management. But, the Respondent/Management though 
have shown some of the documents, have not produced 
the entire documents'for perusal and have not produced 
the muster roll, even after the order passed by this Tribunal 
and in such circumstances, and adverse inference can be 
drawn against the Respondent/Management to the effect 
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that if the documents are produced before this Tribunal, it 
will be again^ the interest of the Respondent/Management. 
Fmther, during the in^)ection of the Petitioner ■$ advocate, 
the Petitioner's advocate has prepared a statement and the 
said statements are marked as Ex. W11 and W12. Further, 
the petitioner's advocate has also marked copy of reply 
submitted by II Party/Management before Assistant 
Labour Commissioner (Central) d^ed 21-10-2002 asEx.W7 
and copy of notice issued by Respondent’s advocate to 
Respondent as Ex.W8 and copy of notce issued by 
Petitioner's advocate to Respondent's advocate as Ex. W9 
and the copy of minutes of inspection carried out by 
Petitioner’s advocate in the Respondent/Bank at Besant 
Nagar branch asEx. WIO. 

10. Learned counsel for the petitioner contended that 
even from the statement produced by him after in^>ectmg 
some of the documents it is clear that the Petitioner has 
worked for more than 240 days between May, 1999 and 
April, 2000 and if we include Saturdays and Sundays in 
between these periods, it must be concluded that the 
Petitioner has worked for more than 240 r%s in a continuous 
period of 12 calendar months and as per the judgement of 
Supreme Court reported in 1985II LLN 817 WORKMAN 
OF AMERICANEXPRESSINTERNAHONAL BANKING 
CORPORATION VS. AMERICAN EXPRESS 
INTERNAnONALBANKINGCCMTORAnONandin 1985 
n LLN 830 STANDARD MOTC« PRODUCTS OF INDIA 
LTD. Vs. A PARTHASARATHY AND ANOTHER, the 
Petitioner deemed to have been completed 240 days in a 
continuous period of 12 calendar months and therefore, 
the Respondent/Mahagement have not followed the 
mandatory provisions under section 25F of the I.D. Act 
and as such, the ordei of termination passed by the 
Respondent/Management is ab initio void and the 
Petitioner is to be reinstated in service as prayed for in the 
claim statement. In 198511 LLN 817 the SiqiremeC^ourt has 
stated that expression 'actually worked under the employer’ 
in Section 25B (2) (a) (ii) of I D. Act must necessarily 
comprehend all those days during which the workman was 
in the en^loyment of employer and for which he had been 
paid wages either uitder express of implied contract of 
service or compulsion of statute, standing orders ete. 
to give ary other mearuning to that expression would bring 
the (*ject of Section 25F* very close to friistration. It is not 
possible to limit itbat expbssion only to those days which 
are mentioned in the explanation to Sectimi 25B(2) for the 
purpose of calculating the number of d^s on which the 
workmen had actually worked though he had not so 
worked. The explanation is only clarifrcatoiy as all 
exi^anations are and cannot be used to limit the expanse of 
main provision. In 1985 H LLN'830 the Siq)reme Cburt has 
held that “number of days on which the workmen worked 
under the en^loyer would be less than.240 d^s, if Sund^ 
and other hdidays for which the workman were paid wages 
were excluded has already been answered us in the 


case of Workmen of American Express International 
Banking Corporation and as such, if we calculate the 
number of days worked by the Petitioner, it must have 
been more than 240 days in a continuous period of 12 
calendar months. Under such circumstances, the prayer 
for reinstetement is to be allowed. ” 

11. On the other hand, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that even though the above two 
judgements have stated that Saturd^, Sundays aixl other 
bolides are to be added and it should be calculated for 
240 d^ recently, in 2005II LLJ128 the Division Bench of 
High Court of Punjab & Haryana .have held that “with 
regard to daily wagers it is ordinarily understood that they 
have no pay scale and they have no increment and they 
are paid for the days they have worked. A daily wager in 
comparison to a regular employee employed under the 
service rules, may work on holid^s and Sundays as well 
and shall deOnitely be paid if he might have woiked on 
such holidays” and applying this ratio the facts of 
Workmen of American Ejq)ress International Banldng 
Corporation’s case cannot be possibly be applied to the 
facts of this present case. He relied on the rulings reported 
in that case, wherein the Division Bench of Punjab & 
Haryana High Court has held that “workmen in the present 
case was a daily wager and was not paid for Sundays & 
other holidays either under the expression or implied 
contract of service or by compulsion of statute, standing 
orders etc, and there was no obligation on the part of 
employer to pay to the workman wages for the period that 
he had not woiked be it Sundays or otherwise. Under such 
circumstances, there could never be any justification for 
adding Sundays to the tally of206 working days.” Applying 
this principle in the present case, even assuming for 
argument ^Ite that the Petitioner has completed 216 days 
{hiring the Period from May, 1999 to April, 2000, we cannot 
add Sundays and other holidays since there is no obligation 
on the part of the employer to pay for Sundays and other 
holidays either under express or implied contract of service 
or by compulsion (rf statue or by standing orders. Under 
such circumstances, the burden of proving the fact that 
she has worked for 240 days in a continuous period of 12 
calendar months is upon the Petitioner and the Petitioner 
has iKit estaiUishedthisfoct with ai^ saiisfoctoiy evidence. 
Under such circumstaitees, the Petitimier is not entitled to 
aiiy idief. Learned oouisel for the Re^ndent fuitherrelied 
on the rulings reported in 2004 4 LLN 839 MADHYA 
PRADESH ELECTRICITY BOARD Vs. HARIRAM 
wherein the ^ held that “drawing of an 

adverse infosmice due to non-production of muster-rollls 
fof the years 1991-02 in the absence of the smd pleading, 
was wholly erroneous on the pari of the Industrial Court 
and the High Court, Moreov», the said Courts erred in 
basing an order of reinstatement solely on an adverse 
inference tlrawn erroneously, especially in view d the^ct 
that the Labour Court had held against the woriunen. ” 
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Relying on this decision, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that though this Tribunal has 
ordered to produce muster roll between the years 1998 to 
2002, merely because the said documents were not produced 
before this Tribunal, this Tribunal cannot take any adverse 
inference due to non-production of muster rolls. 

12. But, I find there is no point in the contention of 
the learned counsel for the Respondent because only after 
contest in I, A. petition, this Tribunal had ordered the 
Respondent to produce the muster roll for the years 1998 
to 2002 and if the documents are produced before this 
Tribunal, definitely it would establilsh the fact whether the 
Petitioner has worked for more than 240 days or not. But 
without producing the documents and without showing 
the docunients before the counsel for the Petitioner, it 
cannot be said tliat tlie Petitioner has not established before 
this Tribunal that she has worked for more than 240 days in 
a continuous period of 12 calendar months. Though the 
Respondent’s counsel relied on the rulings reported in 
Punjab & Haryana High Court, I find the Supreme Court 
has clearly held in the case of Workmen of American 
Express International Banking Corporation that Sundays 
and other holidays must be included in the 240 days 
calculation as mentioned under section 25B (2). Under 
such circumstances, 1 find much force in the contention of 
the learned counsel for the Petitioner The Petitioner has 
produced documents to show that she has worked for 216 
days between May, 1999 and April, 2000 and if we calculate 
Sundays & holidays in between these periods, it has to be 
concluded that the Petitioner has woric^ for more than 240 
days in a continuous period of 12 calendar months. Further, 
even after this Tribunal’s order in I,A. petition, the 
Respondent have neither produced the muster rolls 
pertaining to 1998 to 2002 before this Tribunal nor they 
have shown all the documents to the counsel for the 
Petitioner as ordered. Under such circumstances, I find 
this Tribunal can take adverse inference to the effect that 
if these documents are produced before this Court, it would 
definitely prove the contention against the Respondent, 
Under such circumstances, I find this point in fevour of the 
Petitioner. 

Point No. 2 

■ The next point to be decided in this case is to what 
relief the Petitioner is entitled to? 

13. In view of my foregoing findings that the action 
of the Re^ondent/Management in terminating the services 
of the Petitioner is not legal and justified, I find the Petitioner 
is to be reinstated in service. 

14. But, again the learned counsel for the Respondent 
contended that the Petitioner was alleged to be terminated 
during February, 2002 and considering the long period for 
which the workman remained out of touch with the job, 
compensation in lieu of reinstatement alone would be a 
proper relief. For this, he relied on the rulings reported in 
2003 (3) LLJ 928 RESIDENT ENGINEER, HOUSING 


BOARD, KOTA VS. LOKHPAT AND ANOTHER wherein 
the Division Bench of Rajasthan High Court has held that 
“services of Respondenl/workman was terminated in the 
year 1983 and he worked in the department for a short 
period of 19 months and gap from 1983 whai his services 
were terminated till the date of passing of the award namely 
3rd January, 1995 was a long one’. Even between the date of 
termination service of the Respondent workman and as of 
now 20 years have elapsed. If he is to be reinstated he 
could onty be reinstated on daily wage basis on the minimum 
of the wages, The possibility of Respondent workman 
remaining employed elsewhere during this period of 20 
years cannot be niledout altogether and his reinstatement 
may result in further complications and admimstrative 
difficulties as that post might have been manned by some 
other person. In a case, where a workman has remained not 
in touch with the job for such a long period of time, it may 
not be expedient to order reinstatement while setting aside 
the order of his termination and in such a case, 
compensation in lieu of reinstatement, otight to be ordered.’’ 
Relying on this decision, learned counsel for the respondent 
contended that evern if the Tribunal has come to a 
conclusion that the Petitioner is to be reinstated in service, 
in vidw of the said decision, compensation in lieu of 
reinstatement could be a pre^jer relirf, 

15. But, I think in this case, the Petitioner was 
terminated only in the year 2002 and now we are in 2005 
and therefore, it cannot be said that the Petitioner is out of 
tovKh with her job. Under such circumstances, I direct the 
Respondent to reinstate the Petitioner into service, with 
continuity of service, with all attendant benefits. With 
regard to teck wages, 1 find the Petitioner has not adduced 
any evidence with regard to her non-employment during 
that period. As such, I find an order for half of the back 
wages would be proper relief in the circumstances shown 
before this Tribunal. 

16. Therefore, I direct the F^pondent/Management 
to reinstate the Petitioner into service forthwith with 
continuity of service and all other attendant and 
consequential benefits and with regard to back wages, she 
is entitled to half of the back wages. 

17. Thus, the reference is answered accordii^ty. 
(Dictated to the P.A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 

the 19th December. 2005.) 

K JAYARAMAN, Presiding QflScer 

Witnesses Examined:— 

For the I Party/Workman : Smt T Parvathy, WWI 
For the Respondent 

Management ; SriR PrabhakarMWl 

Ifocuments Marked; 

For the I Party/Petitioner: 

Ex. No. Date Description 
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W1 scries Nil 
W2 16-02-02 
W3 16-04-2002 

W4 19-04-2002 
W5 24-06-2002 


Xerox copy of the p^rnnem 
vouchers 15 nos. 

Xerox copy of the Irtter from Petitioner 

to Respondent/Bank 

Xerox copy of the legal notice issued 

by Petitioner To Re^ndent/ 

Management 

Xerox cqjy of the legal notice issued by 
Petitioner To II Party/Mana^ii«nt 
Xerox copy of the 2 A petition filed by 
Petitioner 


W6 28-10-2002 
W7 21-10-2002 

W8 22-04-0^ 
W9 13-O9.2004 


Xerox copy of the reply filed by 
Respondent/Mana^ment 
Xerox copy of the letter from II Party / 
Management to Assistant Labour 
Commissioner (Central) 

Xerox copy of the letter from Respondent 
advocate to Respondent/Management 
Xerox copy of the letter from I Party 
locate to II Party/Management 
advocate 


WIO 23-04-^)05 Xerox (xqjy of the minutes of inspection 
carried out by I Party’s advocate at 
Besant Nagar branch 

W11 Nil Statement showing number of days 

worked by Petitioner in Respondent/ 
Bank 


WI2Nil Statement showing lunq>sum payment 

' of wages paid to Petitioner by Besant 
Nagar branch 
For the II Party/Management:— 

Ex. No. Date Description 

Ml Nil Xerox copy of the statement showing 

details of cash Payment made to 
Petitioner 

M2 04-09-99 :^ox copy cf'the order rtf'transfer issued 

to Smt Sumathi 

M3 04-03-200 X^x copy cf'the order of transfer issued 

to Sri Seivaraj. 


4 2006 


1069-— 1948 
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H*ro«ItSRt tinff R 3|J|tl p*l, 3 T*Ik1^:— 

Hroqifw*] ITR 311% ^ 

‘iKterei, 
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TT«IT % TteTOI 31^ 

?T«IT tot % 

TTO^TTRl" 

[^?Wl^-38013/27/2006-T^. T3ro.-1 ] 

%, #. #r, 

MlNISTRYOFlABOmANDEMPLOYMENT 
New Delhi, the 4th March, 2006 

S.O. 1069.—In exercise crf“the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (3) of Section 1 of the Employees’ State 
Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) the Central Government 
hereby aj^ints the 16th March, 2006 as the date on which 
the provisions of Chapter IV (except Sections 44 and 45 
which have already been brought into force) and 
O^pter-V and VI (exqpt Sub-section (1) of Section 76 and 
77,78, 79 and 81 which have already been brought into 
force) of the said Act shall come into force in the fellowing 
areas in the State of Andhra Pradesh namely;— 

“All the area falling within the limits of Palakol 
Municipality and Revenue Milages of Palakol, Lankala 
Koderu, Bhaggeswaram, Poolalpalli, Ullamparru, 
Chint^)arru, Digamami, Chittavaram, Pedamanida-Palli, 
\bridhanam, Chandapami, Gorintada, Dagguluru, BaUipadu, 
K^iavaram, S. ChikkalacriT Palakol Mandal/GramPanch^t 
and Reveune Milages of Mattaparru, Jinneru, Nfedangi and 
Penumadamof PoduniMandal and Revenue Villages of 
Adavipalem and Medapadu of Yalamanchali Mandal of 
West Godawari District of Andhra Pradesh. ” 

INo.S-38013y27y2006-S.S..I] 
K. C. JAIN, Director 
'M 4 2006 

1070.—TT«T wNt 3TfiTfWT, 1948 
(1948^34)^1%«rro-i ^•3q-«fro(3) sroirpcr ^rf^Rrof^ 

irobi ■qrol %R\riT irsfr, ^tii^sro i6 nr#, 2006 

nrfbsr % # Pm t, f^Ft ^ % 

3T«qro-4(44^45 tlTO% firaiR#1 ^ 3Pf^ ft ^t) 

3ri2Tro-5 3%T 6 («iro-76 ^ ^-«iro (1) 3 iH ron 77,78,79. 
3%T 81 qf^ft 

3rR? jm %fHMrdfiafl M# yp 

Tnn«i^n5tribTr-%'3n%ro^n#t^ i” 

[ritS?n^^-38013/28/2006Tl^. 1^.-1 ] 

%. #t. #!, 

New Delhi, the 4th March, 2006 

S.O. 1070.—^In e>tercise of the powers conferred b>' 
Sub-section (3) of Section I of the Employees’ State 
Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) the Cci'tral Government 
hereby ai^points the 16th March, 2006 as the date on which 
the provisions of Chapter IV (except Sections 44 and 45 
which have already been brought into force) and 
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Chapter-Y and VI (except siib>section' l)of Section 76 and 
Sections 77,78,79 and 81 which have a Iready been brought 
into force) of the said Act shall come into force in the 
following areas in the State of Andhra Pradesh namely 
“All the Areas Falling within the Limits of Thaduku 
Reveune Village in Nagari Mandal of Chittoor District in 
Andhra Pradesh. ” 

[No.S-380l3/28/2006-S.S,.I] 
K, C. JAIN, Director 
M 4 2006 

man. 1071. 1948 

■9^ ^ M.C|^ 5 KI 16 'Fraf, 20C6 ^ ^ 

^ %, % 

3ft2TR-4(44^45 ^ ^ ^ ^t) 

3Tt5E[n-5 4 t6 ( 1 ) 78 ,79 

^ 81 

TF«T % rFTkT%cT ^ — 


#r^o 




1 

2 

3 

4 

< • 

1. 


?84 


2. 5. 


379 

U 5TF 



377 




383 

'if 



386 




387 


3. 


179 


4. 


379 

Wfcil 



380 


5. ^T5K<-9 ^ 10 

381 


6. ^^^-11 


369 
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S.O. 1071.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (3) of Section 1 of the Employees’ State 
Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) the Central 
Government hereby appoints the 16th March, 2006 as 
the date on which the provisions of Chapter IV (except 
Sections 44 and 45 which have already been brought 
into force) and Chapter-V and VI (except sub-section 
(1) of Section 76 and Sections 77,78, 79 and 81 which 
have already been brought into force) of the said Act 
shall come into force in the following areas in the State 
of Havana namely ;— 


SI. No. 

Revenue 

Village 

Hadbast District 
No. 

1. Seclor-3,Panchkula 

Devi Nagar 

384 

Panchkula 

1. Sectc;i4and5, 

Judian 

379 

Panchkula 

Panchkula 

Bhalnsa 




Tibba 

377 

Panchkula 


HariPur 

383 

Panchkula 


Ferozpur 

386 _ 

Panchkula 


Ferozpur Khurd 387 

Panchkula 

3. Sector-6, PaiKHkula 

Judian 

379 

Panchkula 

4. Secior-7, Panchkula 

Judian 

379 

Panchkula 


Dhilan 

380 

Panclikula 

5. Sector-9 and 10, 

Dhansoo 

381 

Panchkula 

Panchkula 




6, Sector-11, PanchkulaRailiRaila 

369 

Panchkula 


[No.S-38013/26/2006-S.S..I] 
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